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ECONOMIC FRANCE 


POLL RESULTS ON SMALL BUSINESS-SOCIALIST RELATIONSHIP 
Paris L'EXPANSION in French 20 Nov 81 pp 71-75 


[Text] Employment, competitiveness, exports and--why not?---France's rank. To 
win all these battles, the new Socialist power is increasing its appeals to 
businesses. With the large nationalized groups there is no problem; but what will 
the infantry of thousands of small and middle-size businesses do? Are they going 
to invest, to hire, to innovate? Or are they traumatized by the new rules of the 
game? Are they going to follow the government in its social reforms? Or will 
they drag their feet? 


To find out, IFOP [French Public Opin. on Institute] questioned a representative 
sample of heads of small and middle-siz> businesses, Their response is categori- 
cal: they are saying "no" to the new administration. Or rather, they are saying 
to it: "We don't think that your policy will work." It is a vote of no conf i- 
dence, the expression of tremendous skepticism. 


Why? Due to political opposition, first of all. Heads of businesses have 

never been fervent Socialists. Supporters of Chirac in the first round of the. 
presidential election, they joined Valery Giscard d'Estaing in the second, with 
only 9 percent of our sample having voted for Francois Mitterrand. After 4 
months of change, their opinion has not varied: it is Jacques Chirac, superstar, 
and Laurent Fabius, whipping boy. 


But politics does not explain everything, Above all, the managers of small and 
middle-size businesses answered as bosses, Their mistrust has to do primarily 
with the government's economic policy: they do not think that the Socialists 
will win their gamble on growth. To the contrary, they foresee an avalanche of 
additional costs on their operating budgets. Consequeatly, how can they avoid 
being engulfed by catastrophic forecasts? Why increase investments or staff? 


This mistrust is further aggravated by a psychological problem: the heads of small 
and middle-size businesses feel that they are hated--the word is not too strong-- 


by the new party in power. 


So, what are they going to do? Give up? Organize an active opposition? There 4s 
a risk of this, if the climate continues to deteriorate. 














Is each of the following politic. 1s a good or a poor defender of small business? 
(In Percent of Replies) 








Name Good Defender Poor Defender 
Jacques Chirac 59 20 
Rene Monory ee 24 
Raymond Barre 46 32 
Jacques Delors 36 34 
Michel Rocard 33 “4 
Valery Giscard d/Estaing 27 33 
Pierre Dreyfus 20 41 
Pierre Mauroy 20 56 
Francois Mitterrand 16 57 
Laurent Fabius 7 63 


(The "no opinions" are not shown in our charts.) 


Among the following characteristics, which are the ones you feel apply to mana~ 
gers of small and middle-size businesses? And which ones correspond to the image 
which the new Socialist government has of these managers? 

(In Percent of Replies) 











Managers of small and middle-size businesses; As They Feel 
They Are Seen 
As They See by the 
Characteristic Themselves ° Socialists 
- are conservative 51 75 
- are progressive 42 9 
- are enterprising 75 22 
- are stuck in a rut 18 59 
- profit from their companies 3 62 
- take a personal risk 89 20 
- are good managers 79 33 
- are poor managers 12 45 
- are authoritarian 26 56 
- are open to cooperation 64 20 


The interests of small and middle-size businesses are well or poorly defended by: 
(In Percent of Replies) 











Organization Well Defended Poorly Defended 
Nationai Council of French Employers 42 50 
General Confederation of Small and 
Middle-Size Businesses 57 18 
National Association of Small and 
Middle-Size Industries 33 17 














In your opinion, will the political, economic and social orientations of the ad- 
ministration which follows Pierre Mauroy's be: 
(In Percent of Replies) 





Position Percent 
more leftist that the current government 12 
more moderate 66 


The Persecution Complex 


The poor managers! They feel threatened, unloved, and hardly protected. Any 
psychiatrist finding such problems in a patient would panic. Now more than ever, 
the managers of small and middle-size businesses have a siege mentality. This is 
no doubt one of the keys to the lack of understanding which arises between them 
and the Socialists. How could they imagine that these people who, they believe, 
judge them so poorly, could wish them well? 


This shows up clearly in the opinion that they have politicians, in the majority 
as well as in the opposition. First of all, the small businesses feel protected 
by those who offer a realistic image of managers: Jacques Chirac (59 percent), 
Rene Monory (53 percent), Raymond Barre (46 percent). And, even if he falls far 
behind, Jacques Delors (36 percent), the only Socialist who received a positive 
rating with the entrepreneurs (whatever the size of their business or their vote 
in the presidential election). The minister of economy and finance is not one of 
them, but at least they are ready to trust him. As for Michel Rocard, opinions 
are exactly split between "good," "bad," and "no opinion.” 


On the other hand, Valery Giscard d'Estaing pays for his "upper-middle-class, far- 
from-business" background and triggers almost as much hostility in the small 
business managers as the following who place closely together at the tail end of 
the field: 


Pierre Dreyfus, ex-President-General Manager of Regie-Renault is slightly ahead 
of Pierre Mauroy and Francois Mitterrand, and far ahead of Laurent Fabius who 
breaks all records for unpopularity. Institutions, (the chart is not included 
here), received the same negative reaction: in the managers’ opinion, the Social- 
ist deputies with little experience seemed by far the most hostile to businesses 
(60 percent); then came the government (56 percent), and the president of the 
Republic (49 percent). 


What would the psychiatrist say now? That the managers of small and middle-size 
businesses have an urgent need to feel loved. Of course, they have no inferiority 
complex. A very large majority (almost always exceeding 65 percent, without any 
real variation due to the size of their businesses or their political persuasions) 
of the heads of enterprises have an extremely positive self-image. On the other 
hand, they think that the Socialist's opinion of them is diametrically opposed: 
while the managers see themselves as enterprising (75 percent), good managers (79 
percent), open to cooperation (64 percent), and ready to fight for their companies 
(89 percent), they feel that the Socialists consider them to be stuck in a rut 








(59 percent), incompetent (45 percent), authoritarian (56 percent), and even 
profiteers (62 percent). The two images only correspond on one point: conserva~ 
tism. (But, in the eyes of a manager, this may not really be a fault.) Among 
the managers, only those few who voted for Francois Mitterrand feel themselves 
slightly better regarded. But hardly. As for all the others, what a feeling of 
rejection, and even of semi-persecution! 


How are they going to defend themselves? The managers of small and middle-size 
companies are not counting too much on the CNPF [National Council of French. 
Employers], except those whose companies employ more than 100 persons or those 
who voted for Valery Ciscard d'Estaing. On the whole, they prefer to keep to 
themselves, within Rene Bernasconi's (who, in any case, is affiliated with the 
CNPF) General Confederation of Small and Middle-Size Businesses. As for the 
National Association of Small and Middl<-Size Industries, which is besieging the 
new party in power to obtain representation, it is conspicuous primarily by its 
absence (50 percent had "no opinion" on it). 


But it is especially in regard to policy that the managers are awaiting a brighter 
period. A very large majority (66 percent) think that, once Mauroy is gone, the 
pendulum will swing back to the center. And therefore towards them. They are 
waiting for Delors. But they may get his opposite. Francois Mitterrand, when 
visiting Lorraine, threatened them that he would "radicalize" his government if 
they didn't play the game. The odds are therefore that they will play it even 
less. 


"Without Us," They Say 


"we do not believe in your economic policy." This, in substance, is what the 
managers of small and middle-size companies are saying to the Mauroy administra- 
tion. Harshly and more or less unanimously, 


The Socialist discourse has not convinced the managers of enterprises. And the 
announced recovery has not yet shown up in the order books. Result: a dark 
pessimism, which is probably one of the gravest threats currently weighing on the 
administration (see chart on the following page). Not only do the managers have 
no confidence in Pierre Mauroy's ability to improve the economic situation--or 
inflation (82 percent), or competitiveness (78 percent), or the situation of the 
franc (77 percent), or even growth (64 percent); but they don't even give him 
credit on the Socialist front, where the Left generally carries off its victories: 
more than 70 percent of the managers questioned feel that the Socialists will 

not succeed in improving buying power or in reducing unemployment. The level of 
confidence among the managers never rallies to more than 45 percent, and even 
then on only two issues: improvement of the social climate and stimulation of 
exports (probably due to the devaluation of the franc). Only the few who voted 
for Francois Mitterrand--remember that they represent only 9 percent of the 
sample--display more optimism. 


But this is not ali: most of the government's projects appear to the managers <5 
just so many traps which are going to penalize their businesses. What they fear 
the most: the reduction of working hours (69 percent), the fifth week of paid 








vacation (60 percent), and, to a lesser extent (except for the small companies), 
the increase in the Interoccupational Minimum Growth Wage [SMIC]. In short, 
anything which may weigh on their operating costs. On the other hand, the lower- 
ing of the retirement age, which they will not have to finance, hardly affects 
them. 


Do you trust the Mauroy administration to: 
(In Percent of Replies) 








Action Confidence No Confidence 

- reduce inflation 12 82 
- improve industry's competitiveness 15 78 
- defend the franc 15 77 
- decrease the company's payroll- 

related charges 16 77 
- decrease unemployment 17 75 
- improve buying power 18 74 
- spread growth 25 64 
- stimulate investments 26 63 
- improve the social climate 45 44 
- encourage exports 45 37 


Will the following initiatives, taken or announced by the Mauroy administration, 
penalize your business’ 
(In Percent of Replies) 











Initiatives Penalize Do Not Penalize 

- Reduction of working hours 69 25 
- Fifth week of paid vacation 60 33 
- Increases in the Interoccupational 

Minimum Growth Wage 54 42 
- Nationalization of credit 45 35 
-~ Nationalization of five industrial groups 25 58 
- Lowering the retirement age 25 69 


As for the nationalization, the government's statements that they are being done 
in the company's interest are of no use, they are not triggering enthusiasm. At 
best, there is indifference to the nationalization of the industrial groups: 58 
percent of the managers of small and middle-size companies think that this will 
not penalize them, But concern revives on the subject of the nationalization 

of banks, Contrary to the chorus of complaints which is currently heard on this 
point, 67 percent of the managers (79 percent of those who employ more than 100 
persons) are quite satisfied with their current relations with the banking sector. 
Not surprising when 49 percent of them think that nationalization may cause dis- 
cord between them and their bankers, as opposed to only 11 percent who expect 
improved relations. 


In this setting full of hostility towards them, how could the managers demon- 
strate optimism for their businesses? According to them, all the management 








indicators will pass into the red in the near future (see chart on the following 
page): sales volume remains stable (37 percent) or even decreases (24 percent), 
charges increase (payroll-related and debt); this can only resul! in a forecast 
of decreased profits (59 percent). Only 14 percent of the managers (40 of 

the ones who voted for Mitterrand) confirm that they will increase their invest- 
ments, as opposed to 46 percent who will decrease them; 54 percent feel that 
their scaff will remain stable, but no more than 12 percent are ready to hire, 
as opposed to 30 percent who are laying off. This is harsh news for the govern- 
ment! 


Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the relationship you currently have with 
your banks? 
(In Percent of Replies) 


Opinion Percent 
Satisfied 67 
Dissatisfied 26 


In your opinion, will the nationalization of credit improve or deteriorate the 
relationships between small and middle-size businesses and their banks? 
(In Percent of Replies) 


Effect Percent 
Improve 11 
Deteriorate 49 


What trend do you expect for your business in; 
(In Percent of Replies) 








Remain 

Factor Increase Decrease Stable 
Sales volume 35 24 37 
Operating results 13 59 22 
Payroll-related charges 82 5 12 
Investments 14 46 34 
Personnel 12 30 54 
Debt 46 9 38 


In view of these figures, must we despair of the expected recovery? Perhaps not. 
Although overburdened with pessimism at the moment, the managers could finally 
reveal themselves as Doubting Thomases. They are waiting to see the recovery with 
their own eyes. And, in this case, 74 percent of them say they are ready to hire. 
But not to share the work. "Do not count on us!", Rene Bernasconi, leader of 

the General Confederation of Small and Medium-Size Businesses has already told 
the Mauroy administration last July, while refusing to sign the agreement on the 
reduction of working hours, He was only expressing the sentiment of this troops: 
69 percent of the managers (and even 73 percent of those in businesses with more 
than 100 employees) are advocates of waiting for the legislation and not taking 








any personal initiative. Even the Mitterrand supporte~s hardly she themselves to 
he more adventurous. The prime minister will not be able to recruit nany candi- 
dates from among them for his solidarity contracts, which provide for aid to 
companies making a special effort in this area. 


The managers, in fact, are only receptive to two carrots to get them to hire: 
reduction of payroll-reliated charges particularly in the small companies) and mak- 
ing the regulations for layoffs more flexible (particularly in the medium-size 
companies). This is obviously not exactly the special of the day! But che rest 

of the menu is not "«7lling": even premiums for hiring are only eliciting interest 
from 3 percent of the managers. 


What is your attitude cowards reducing work hours? 
(In Percent of Revlies) 


Attitude Percent 





Will begin negotiations within my company 
immediately 2? 
Will wait until requires by law 69 


Of the following measures, which would most encourage you to hire? 
(In Percent of Replies) 





Measures Percent 
Decrease in payroll related charges 42 
Making layoff rules more flexible 42 
Hiring premiums 3 
Making rules on temporary employment more flexible 3 


Would you be ready to hire if your company's level of activity improved? 
(In Percent of Replies) 


Answer Percent 
Yes 74 
No 23 


Will the Mauroy administration's intentions regarding extension of workers’ rights 
have positive, negative or no effect on your company? 
(In Percent of Replies) 


Effects Percent 
Positive effects 6 
Negative effects 39 
No effects 45 











Faced with the extension of workers' rights, on the other hand, there is no panic: 
45 ».icent of the small and medium-size companies think that the consequences for 
their companies will be nonexistent. The small businessman who maintains direct 
relationships with his employees does not fear the extension of union power as much. 
But he doesn't want it either: 39 percent confirm that it would have negative 
consequences. And only 6 percent (not more than 24 percent of the Francois 
Mitterrand supporters) see an advantage in it. French management is definitely 
not ready to adopt a Swedish or German-style social "model." 


Give Up? 


Finally, a basic concern emerges from this poll: are the managers fed up with 

it? Yes, probably a little: only 47 percent, when given other professional oppor- 
tunities, would choose to remain the head of a small or medium-size business. A 
rather small number for a worthwhile profession, both from the point of view of 
social standing and the wallet. It is in the middle-size businesses and among 
those who voted for Jacques Chirac that management morale is the lowest. And in the 
large companies (100 to 500 employees) and among the Giscard supporters that it 

is the best (55 percent want to remain managers). 


Similarly, 40 percent of the managers acknowledge that they now contemplate 
selling their business more often than before, particularly if it is a small one. 
In companies with over 100 employees, the ratio falls to 28 percent. What are 
their temptations? To become a senior officer in a large, solid and comfortable 
company (17 percent); to go work abroad (15 percent). Almost as many even 
contemplate living off their income after having sold their business. 


In short, at this moment the managers are not really thriving and happy in their 
roles as president/general manager. They would like to say "To heck with ee 
And the tax on wealth does not raise their morale: only 8 percent agree with the 
system developed by the government which provides for a tax reduction based on 
investments in enterprise. On the other hand, approval would increase to 54 per- 
cent if the project provided for a complete and automatic exemption of business 


assets. 


What does this show? First of all that few business managers feel threatened. 

In our poll, only 19 percent acknowledged that they would have to pay this tax. 
But also that most of a manager's assets are invested in his plant and equipment 
and in inventory. His instinct is to save it from any new taxes. ‘This is 
probably what explains the fact that only 14 percent of those who could be taxed 
are considering fulfilling their obligation by tapping their companies through 
an increase in wages or in dividends. The others are resigning themselves to 
decreasing their savings on their standard of living, or even to selling off a 
part of their inheritance. But this fiscal good will has limits just the same: 

32 percent of the managers questioned would sanction fraud among their colleagues. 
We are in France! 


For the Socialists, the lesson to be drawn from this poll is clear: faced with 
this massive “resistance” on the part of the small and middle-size businesses, 

it is no use to blame the "barrier of money" or capitalism's instability. It is 
also impossible to get out of it, as with the large groups that are going to be 














nationalized, by nominating some loyal generals. The only solution is to con- 
vince them. 


The government must prove as quickly as possible that its economic policy is 
good for the order books. And that it wants to see the growth not only of the 
enterprises, but also of the entrepreneurs. If not, the odds can be feared that 
skepticism and complaining will give way to apathy or neglect. 


Here are four attitudes regarding the tax on wealth. Which one is the closest ~ 
to yours? 
(In Percent of Replies) 





Attitude Perce .t 
I am in favor of this tax as defined by Francois Mitterrand 8 
I would be in favor of this tax if production equipment were 
completely exempt 54 
I am totally opposed to this tax 29 
I would be in favor of this tax, but with lower rates of 
taxation 4 


Imagine that you have the following four choices. Which would you do most 
willingly? 
(In Percent of Replies) 


Choice Percent 
Remain the head of a small or middle-size business 7 47 
Become a senior officer of a large company 17 
Work abroad ee 
Live off of the sale of your business 13 


Would you be for or against heads of small or middle-size businesses who found 
a means of avoiding the tax on wealth? 
(In Percent of Replies) 


Reply Percent 
For 32 
Against 45 


Over the past 3 months have you considered more often, as often, or less often 
than previously, the possibility of selling your business? 
(In Percent of Replies) 


Reply Percent 
More Often 40 
As Often 20 
Less Often il 








(The Poll. This poll was taken by IFOP French Public Opinion Institute exclusively 
for L'EXPANSION, between 29 September and 8 October of this year. It was based on 
a sampling of 374 heads of small and middle-size companies and industries, repre- 
sentative of managers of companies with 20 to 500 employees. ) 


9693 
cso: 3100/48 
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ECONOMIC GREECE 


PAPANDREOU EXPECTED TO NEGCTIATE WITH EEC 
Athens EPIKAIRA in Greek No 696, 3-9 Dec 81 pp 20-22 


/Ixticle by Nikos Angelis/ 


/Text7 The Greek premier voiced his views at the EEC Summit Conference. He 
presented to the Council of Europe the difficult Greek problems one by one. He 
supported, together with others, the more general problems of the south. He 
threatened to implement "national measures" if the other "nine" fail to show 
understanding; in other words, he plans to "rebel." And when he was threatened 
with "sanctions" he raised a "veto." He participated in the discussions on world 
problems, the relations between the superpowers and nuclear weapons. He raised 
veto" barriers in sectors in which, until now, none of the "small" dared to 
question the infallibility of the "big" EEC members. He objected, found allies, 
pressured, prevented decisions and tried to promote certain solutions. 


Even though the result was zero, the very presence of insignificant Greece in the 
European centers of decision-making (of the monopolies but also of the working 
people) with a decisive vote in its hands was a surprising experience. 


A. Papandreou, a thinking man, certainly while in the conference room as he was 
consulting with the big ones, must have recalled the struggles of his party (at 
least during the “protest" stage) to avoid "the caging" of the country into this 
crime "syndicate!" He mst have been thinking with awe what Greece would have been 
today outside of this contentious but decisive "conclave"--especially if eneny 
countries like Turkey were inside. 


Everyone knows the agony of Spain and Portugal as they try to enter EEC, and at 
the same time Turkey's fear lest Greece use the power of its vote in the EEC 
against Turkish interests. If he is a just man he must have acknowledged, even 
if silently, the praise that belongs to K. Karamanlis, the visionary man who led 
our country into the EEC in spite of a thousand obstacles and objections. Had 
we not joined PASOK at that time, we would have never gotten in after all the 
problems that have come up since then. When you are inside you can leave: the 
opposite is difficult. 


Someone may say: But the ESC is crumbling under the weight of its own problems 
and probably the invisible but combined pressures of the two superpowers. This 
is another problem. In this case, our economic and especially ideological position 
will be hurt more from the polarized currents which will grow internationally. 


1l 








About a Referendum — 


What about the Greek issues? What heppened with then? "The achievements exceeded 
our expectations," to quote the main pro-government newspaper; Or, "he came into 
open collision with the EEC," to quote the second pro-government newspaper." 


My information does not justify either headline. The Greek prime minister 
presented the spécial Greek problem. He said that Greece cannot survive under the 
REC rules which were designed with the developed countries in mind, "We do not 
seek," he said, "to renegotiate the terms of admission. What we seek is a decision 
by the 'Ten' recognizing the special problems of the Greek economy and accepting 

a different regime from that provided by the Treaty of Accession..." In other 
words, Greece wants special treatment. 


[Papandreou/ spoke about a referendum in which he will ask the Greek people 
whether they want to stay in the EEC under the present terms; or whether they 
want a new regime /in the EEC/. When will Papandreou ask the president of the 
republic to call a referendum? What will be the form of this special regime? 
Will it be a special relationship without Greece's participation in the EEC 
organs or some other kind of spe sial status? 


Papandrecu did not give any answer to those questions. He explained that: The 
Greek peuple have the right to decide by referendum what they wat in relation to 
the EEC. In any event, this is what other members did (beyond the initial six) 
after they joined the EEC, namely, the British, the Danes, and tae Irish. 


The question is, in what way will a referendum strengthen Greece's negotiating 
position? Why will the "Nine" be affected by the threat of a referendum? If 
they have reasons to oppose our requests why should they not insist just as much 
after a referendum? 


Either In or Out 


Until the time a referendum is held Greece will try to improve its position under 
the existing regime. At the same time: "Greece might need to use or resort to 
all those escape clauses in the Treaty of Roms. It mi even need to take 
national measures (e.g., national help for our farmers which would indeed come 
into conflict with the provisions and regulations enacted by the community." 


At this point the Benelux representatives showed, according to some reports, an 
unfriendly attitude toward Greece. The Belgian leader, speaking for the other two, 
told Papandreou, according to the same re. .rt, that he cannot have it both ways: 

he is either in the commnity or he is out; and that he does not understand this 
talk about special status. He even asked that sanctions be imposed in the event 

a member-state violates the EEC rules. The Greek side vetoed this proposai and 

no decision was reached. 


Papandreou told the press: "T have a feeling that Greece's problem has been 
understood. This is probably the first time the Greek problem was clearly 
presented to the Council of Burope. At the same time, I am not in a position to 
gay that 1 am optimistic because we must admit that the European economies, 
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without exception, go through a difficult period and that the prospects, at least 
for the immediate future, are not very good. As a result, while 1 think that 
there was understanding--something which I appreciate--I cannot assure the Greek 
people that the community will soon take the necessary measures which could give 
Greece a special status..." 


They Listened Silently 
These phrases by Papandreou reflect the essence of the meeting. 


a. The "Nine" listened silently to the Greek views, except about the incicental 
explosion of the Benelux. 


b. They did not take any particular side. 


c, They noted in the preamble of the conference: "The 'Nine' recognize that 
Greece presents a special case." 


These are the bare facts as reported by official Greek sources. 
The "Kindred" Mitterand 


During the conference, Papandreou had the opportunity to meet informally with 
other EEC leaders and exchange views with them. 


The first and basic leader Papandreou had a talk with was his kindred politician, 
Mitterand. They had lunch on Wednesday and they held a long talk privately, 
without the presence of other officials. The two leaders noted that the victory 
of socialism in their two countries will mark a milestone in Europe's political 
developments. 


"We both concluded that these changes in France and in Greece constitute historical 
steps of great significance and may prove to be a decisive course for the peoples 

of Europe. With this sense of responsibility President Mitterand and his associates 
and me with my associates face the program of change and sincerely believe that 
this road being opened in France and Greece will lead Europe to progress, democracy 
and change." ‘ 


Foreign journalists implied that Mitterand exerted a quieting influence on 
~apandreou, /not only on EEC/ but also on NATO and on questions of the Arab- 


Israeli dispute. 


Analytically, Papandreou explained that his only objection to the dispatch of a 
Ruropean peace force to the Sinai was the possibility of linking this nission 
with the Camp David Agreement which he continues to oppose. This was an 
explanation and at the same time a reply to the charges of the "Nine" that he 
complicates their initiatives. 


He expressed the view that the solution of the Palestinian problem is not possible 
without the participation of the Palestinians. When asked about his attitude 
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toward NATO he gave no specific answer: "The problem," he said, "is big and complex 
and this is not the moment to discuss it..." He was almost conciliatory on the 
question of Greek-Israeli relations. When asked why he has an anti-Israeli 

attitude he replied emphatically: "No. This is not true. We are only in favor 

of freedom and self-determination for all peoples and all nationalities in the 
area." He added that "all the problems between Greece and Israel will be solved 


the moment the Palestinians have their own state." 





Friends of the Arabs 


He refused, nevertheless, to reveal which form the diplomatic relations between 
Greece and the PLO will take following Yasser Arafat's visit to Greece in December. 
He did not repeat the statement he made immediately after the election that the 
Israeli and PLO diplomatic representations will be on the same level. 


During his trip, Papandreou faced whispers from various sides about his pro~Arab 


attitude within the EEC. It has been 3tated, repeatedly by PASOK spokesmen and 
ministers in various tones, that Greece will protect the interests of the Arabs 
in Surope. It is reported that Mitterand himself feels annoyed by the pro-Arab 


posture taken by the Greek presence in the EEC, 


sent government. One of the basic 


But of course this cannot be blamed on the pre 
"to make Greece a bridge between 


visions of the Greek rush to join the EEC was 
Burope and the Arab states." 


Papandreou disagreed at the EEC Conference on certain issues of a political 
nature. First of all, he opposed any notion for political unity of Europe. “We 
have no intention of accepting regulations which will tie us down even on what 


relates to our views and political theses." 


By using the veto he prevented a decision based on nuclear weapons and the contacts 


between East and West. 





Schmidt Criticizes 


It was reported at this point that Papandreou faced "harsh remarks" from Chancellor 
Schmidt. The premier himself admitted that his views differ from those of Schmidt 
on nuclear weapons. Foreign newspapers such as the GUARDIAN and SUD-DEUTSCHE 
ZRITUNG wrote that Schmidt ressured Papandreou and avked that he review his plans 
to remove nuclear weapons /from Greece/. It was also noted that Papandreou's 


initiatives may have a "negative impact" on other European nations. 


The statement of the Greek premier on nuclear weapons is regarded as & result of 
"pressures" from Mitterand and Schmidt. "The Greek governnent accepts the recent 
proposals of President Reagan as constructive. But I would like to remind you 
that these proposals are not following previous statements by President Reagan. 
The opposite is true. They are in contrast % previous theses. We accept the 
tive and I believe that Leonid Brezhnev, too, eccepts them 


new theses as construc 
as constructive following the discussions he had with Chancellor Schmidt." 














{Communist newspaper/ RIZOSPASTIS attacked Papandreou strongly on this point: 

The American proposals are designed to put the U.S. in a position of strength 
toward the socialist community, with all the dangerous consequences this w'tl have 
on the cause of peace... It is at least curious to say that somehow the Soviet 
president accepts the Reagan proposals as constructive. Where did Papandreou get 
this insight?" 


Two More "Poor Ones" 


The Spanish journalists noted with satisfaction that Papandreou favors the 
{nduction of the two Iberian nations into the EEC. Papandreou himself acknowledged 
that; the entry of those two countries into the community will worsen our position 
at least in the farm sector. But he explained that "it is not proper for us to 
object." In any event, if they enter and we stay in, "we will form together a 
ver) strong Mediterranean front...and this opens possibilities which today do not 
exist." 


The foreign journalists noted at this point contradictions in the Greek position: 


a. If the ESC operational rules are destructive for underdeveloped countries, 
why do we on our part lead two more underdeveloped countries to destruction? 


b. What is the use of a "strong" Mediterranean front inside EXC when the 
community's resources are not enough to satisfy the needs of the southern states 
today when there are two or three? How will it do it when there will be five? 


Finally, in informal meetings during the EEC Conference Papandreou found the 
opportunity to present the Greek views with regard to Turkey. 


Suspicions 


A journalist's impressions from the first foreign trip of the Greek premier could 
be summarized as follows: 


1. Papandreou will negotiate inside the EEG--already Mitterand awarded him the 
title of "able negotiator." He is not going to push things too far because he 

knows that outside the EC it is mch darker. The vote and the possibility to 

express opinions within the decision centers of Europe, which his predecessors 

bequeathed to him, are tremendous negotiating weapons. He is not going to give 
them up in exchange for...a bow and arrow. 


2, His attitude, however, not so much inside the conference room as outside, gives 
the impression of a man who disputes the value of the ZEC and who does not believe 
in its usefulness. ‘The same picture--even more intensively--he presents toward 
NATO. He declares himself to be a "heretic" if not a renegade. This, according 

to observers, causes mistrust in the EEC and in NATO. So what? So, it is natural 
that the officials of these two organizations--which, of course, are not charitable 
organizations--will seek ways to replace or counterbalance a possible Greek 
absence. They consider us as potential escapees. Naturally, they help certaia 
others who have the political finesse to hide their intentions and who would have 
been completely abandoned--since they are political lepers--without the mistrust 
of Greece. 
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ECONOMIC GREECE 


REFERENDUM ON EEC COULD PROVE DISASTROUS 
Athens EPIKAIRA in Greek 16 Dec 81 p 22 


[ffext7 The question of a threatened referendum on Greece's place in the European 
Economic Community is getting entangled in our political situation. One faction 
of the New Democracy Party considers this threat as "playing with fire" and 
political observers note there is a temptation to kindle the fire so that the 
game will become dangerous or rather that conditions will be created for a 
"political holocaust." Because if the proposal for a plebiscite is raised 
officially, President Karamanlis will find himself in a very difficult dilemma 
since such a proposal will come formally from two parties (PASOK and KKE) which 
represent the absolute majority of the Greek people. And if a referendum is 
indeed conducted, its results very likely will affect the stay of Karamanlis 

in the presidency or of Papandreou in the premiership. In both cases a conflict 
is inevitable, with unpredictable consequences. 


But let us take things in sequence. There js no doubt that A. Papandreou put 
before the EEC leaders in London this dilemma: either you accept the Greek 
requests for improving the terms of induction or we will conduct a referendum 
when our stay in the commnity becomes questionable. The bargaining weight of 
this threat relies on the estimate that the "Nine" will think twice before they 
take a negative stand which will push things to the withdrawal of a commnity 
member, a fact which will hurt seriously the idea of European unity. 


At the same time, acceptance of the Greek demands--or even a part of those 
requests--will free Papandreou from his campaign pledge to call for a referendum, 
since the adverse terms which demanded a vote by the Greek people will be considered 
as removed. 3 


There is no doubt that the positions presented by the Greek premier in London need 
the support of the opposition and the president of the republic. Above all, they 
should not become subject to partisan exploitation. The ND governments won the 
twar" of the accession. The "battle" for improving the terms of the treaty 
naturally will be waged by another goverment as it happened with the Conservatives 
and the Laborites in Britain. 


The entire issue is particularly sensitive because it is directly tied to the 
relations between the government and the president of the republic who has the 
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exclusive authority to conduct a referendum. Indications so far lead to the predic- 
tion that these relations will not be put to the test unless Papandreou officially 
submits the proposal for a referendum. Something of this sort may happen in the 
spring when the intentions of the "Nine" toward the Greek demands will likely 
become known. At that time the EEC leaders will meet again and their response 

to the Greek demands very likely will determine many and significant matters 
relating to the development of our domestic affairs. 


All the above assessments are based on a smooth resolution of this matter time-wise, 
without taking into account unpredictahle factors and unforeseen complications 
which may speed up these developments. 


First of all, the way Papandreou raised in London the issue of a referendum seems 
to cause mistrast--genuine or in bad faith--among the hardliners both in ND and 

in PASOK, while KKE has no reason to trust the "maneuver" of the Greek premier 
either. Characteristically, these suspicions are evidently opposite. The hard- 
liners in PASOK as well as in KKE suspect that the negotiating presentation of the 
subject is a clever way to free Papandreou from his anti-Suropean positions. They 
"foresee" that any concession on the part of the E&C, however unimportant, will 

be celebrated as a justification of the PASOK fight and therefore the idea of a 
referendum will be abandoned. 


On the other hand, the hardliners in ND believe that the renewal of the referendum 
threat especially from the forum of the EEC summit confirms Papandreou's initial 
intentions to remove our country from the EEC, In this spirit, the terms presented 
by the Greek premier are regarded as "deliberately 4mpossible" and any intention 
for conciliation from the Greek side is doubted in the case of partial satisfaction; 
in general, the presentation of the requests is considered as 8 pretext and 

and preparation of public opinion for the country's withdrawal from the community. 


Bven though the suspicions of the hardliners of both parties and of KKE are 


opposite, they come together and take the form of pressure to speed up every 
process "to clear up the situation." 
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ECONOMIC NETHERLANDS 


CENTRAL BANKER ON FINANCIAL, MONETARY POLICY 
Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 5 Dec 81 p 11 


[Interview with Jelle Zijlstra, outgoing president of the Dutch Bank, by 
Kees Calje and Jose Toirkens: "Jelle Zijlstra Remains Optimistic about the 
Future: ‘It Is not Fate; It Is a Task'"; date of interview not specified. | 


[Text | "Certainly, work opportunity is bad, but itis wrong to say that it will 
never get better. You can't simply extend the present into the future. The idea 
that one has to count on very considerable unemployment for the next 25 years 
doesn't have any basis. I refuse to accept that." 


Dr Jelle Zijlstra, president of the Dutch Bank, continues to believe in the 
future. He says in this farewell interviews "The situation in which we have 
landed can be analyzed. Thus it must also be possible to analyze how things can 
be done differently. It is not fate, it is a task." 


Zijlstra's primary concern is the necessity of a lower interest rate. But, he 
says. interest can go down only if the financing deficit of the government is 
reduced, and "that will be a hell of a job." Still, the question arises whether 
the Netherlands couldn't take steps toward an interest decrease in the EBC context 
already now. French Minister of Finance Jacques Delors made some proposals to 
that effect in London at the end of October. However, there was hardly any re- 
action to them, including none from the Netherlands. (He restrains his sarcasm 
and calmly asks:) "Do you have any idea at all of what the minister had in mind?" 


[Interviewer | Delors wanted two things: the EEC countries would have to lower 
their interest rates simultaneously as well as intervene jointly to stabilize 
the rates of exchange. 


[Zijlstra | "Do you understand it? Go ahead and say no; I don't understand it 
either. 


"At the moment we are purposely keeping the money supply somewhat plentiful; that 
keeps interest down. The question is whether other countries can do that too. 
The FRG is somewhat careful now because the mark is so low. The French are also 
careful, for they don't want the French franc to deteriorate. Thus the degree of 
freedom which the French minister discussed somewhat freely does not exist or 
barely exists." 
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{ Question | That is true for each country separately. But wouldn't it be pos~ 
sible, through a joint approach by all EEC countries for example, to prevent a 
lower interest from causing rates of exchange to decline? 


[Answer | "Yes, then you come to Delors’ second point: intervening jointly in 
the exchange market. That is not possible, of course. How could one keep the 
French franc and German mark jointly stable with respect to the dollar? The 
apparatus for that does not exist. There is no authority which can establish a 
joint intervention policy. The minister assumes 2 degree of monetary integration 
in Europe which does not really exist. And which cannot be there by tomorrow 


morning either.” 


(Question | Why do the interest rates in the EEC and the United States have to be 
so high? In Japan interest is much lower. Thus it must be possible. 


[answer | "But that's the only country you can cite as an example. Japan ~~ and 

I should explain right away that I know very little about that mysterious country -- 
Japan, the way I understaad it, is doing now what we did for a number of years after 
the war. We built up our economy by working and saving. That sounds a little 
strange and old-fashioned, but it's true. High productivity, economization, in- 
ventiveness, innovation, in short: work and save. Then you get a low inflation 
rate, and a low interest rate is possible. It's as simple as that." 


[Question] But in the Netherlands the inflation is barely higher than in Japan. 


[Answer | "Yes, that's true, our inflation is somewhat relative to that in Japan. 
That is true. .- ." 


[Question ] Moreover the Japanese Government is up against a considerable financing 
deficit, bigger than that in the Netherlands. Yet the interest rate is 4 lot lower. 


[Answer | "No . . « One has to look at the relationship between the financing de- 
ficit of the government and the saving surplus of the private sector. That rela- 
tionship is more favorable in Japan. And that is dramatic, also because potential- 
ly the Dutch Government has never been as well off as now, because of the gigentic 
natural gas profits. The minister told us that, of the total government income , 

20 percent comes directly or indirectly from natural gas. That is of the order of 
25 billion guilders. Just imagine that money not being there: It's too bad that 
we have not been able to mobilize that money in a better way . - - Just imagine 

we had kept our government financing healthy, that now, let's say, we could have 


had Swiss interest an 5 5 87 


An important difference between Japan and the Netherlands is that the Japanese 
financial institutions are forced to finance part of the government deficit. In 
that way the interest rate remains low. But Zijlstra does no- believe in that. 

He says: "Then you would have to force the retirement funds, for example, to buy 
bonds below the market interest rate. I think that is no longer an economic 
problem; that is a matter of legal order. Is it admissible to force some suppliers 
in the capital market to invest below the market interest rate? I don't believe 


that is possible.” 
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"Yes, about that norm. That was my own creation. I remember that with a great 
deal of pleasure. I found, and still find, it to be the best approach for im- 
portation and for maintaining stability in public financing." 


He thought up the norm in the first year as minister et finance and submitted the 
proposal to the council of ministers in a note of two small sheets of paper. 
Smiling: "That contained everything.” In order to explain later comments, he 
gives us an even shorter summary: "At the beginning of the year one must, on the 


basis of the trend of the economic growth, calculate how high, with unchanged 
rates, the tax [portion omitted in text] 


determine the budget margin. That margin is divided among the departments. a 
rigid budget policy is coupled to this norm: additional expenses may not exceed 
the established margin; they must be compensated for elsewhere in the budget. 


"Well, now, if the financing deficit is satisfactory at the start and you stick 
to the norm, then the deficit will also remain a comfortable size." Joyfully 
he tells how that new manner of operating strengthened his position as minister 
of finance. 


[Question] You find a decrease in the financing deficit of the government ex- 
tremely important for a decrease in the interest rate and for the fighting of un- 
employment. Are your expectations optimistic after the government's policy 
statement? 


[Answer | "I definitely decided not to go into questions which relate to the 
content of the current policy. The benefit of the doubt, said Lubbers. Well, 
I gladly follow him in that." 


[Question | But is a decrease in the financing deficit to 6.5 percent really 
attainable next year? 


[Answer] "It will be quite a job. But 1 am happy that in the chamber debates 

on the government policy statement there was strong insistence on seriously going 
into the matter of reducing the financing deficit. But I should add something 
here. 


"When you reduce the financing deficit from 8 to 6.5 percent -- a decrease of 
around 5 billion guilders -- but simultaneously let 2 to 3 billion guilders in 
government expenses be financed directly by the capital market (for example for 
housing construction), then the true contribution to the reconstruction of govern- 
ment finances is ‘not 5 billion guilders, but 5 minus 2 or 3 billion. And then a 
big task remains for 1983 and 1984." 


[Question | You have always been involved with the controllability of government 
finances. You have even developed your own norm, the Zijlstra norm. 


[Answer | "If the available financial margin were divided and there were still 
some desires to be met, I said: you can get anything you want Mr X, anything, as 
long as the others compensate. Thus I always mobilized all the others against 
that one. And that was exactly the other way around in the past. I had 
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he 


experienced that as minister of economic affairs. At that time all ministers 
were always against the minister of finance. I thought: that won't happen to me. 


"The gentlemen squirmed at times, but they couldn't get out of it. No nonsense 
such as: "the latitude in the capital market will turn out all right. Even if all 
sorts of tricks were thought up to avoid the norm. 


"When Minister of Education Cals thought he was getting too little money to build 
university buildings, he came with the proposal to let the builder finance the con- 
struction himself, after which he would rent from that builder. But such an Opera-~ 
tion always is chargeible to the latitude on the capital market. My method has the 
essential central point that the financing deficit then has to be adjusted down- 
ward.” 


(Question ] According to the Zijlstra norm, how high could the financing deficit of 
the government currently be? 


[Answer | "No more than around 3 or 34 percent of the national income (which 
amounts to 9 to 10 billion guilders; the current deficit is around 24 billion 
guilders -- ed.) And certainly no more, because currently the financing of im- 
portant budget items is being shifted to the capital market, for example in the 
area of public housing. If you take into account the fact that the government’ s 
margin to borrow money is limited by that anyway, you must deduct those shifts 
from the norm which you set for the budget deficit based on the current trend. 


"If these tricks were not played, I'd say that a financing deficit of 3.5 to 4 per- 
cent was reasonable. But when one shifts 3 biliion guilders to the capital market, 


it has to be 2.5 to 3 percent." 
[Question ] The Zijlstra norm was abandoned in the seventies? 


[ Answer | "Yes, that happened gradually when economic growth stayed behind ex- 
pectations." 


He remarks that the new cabinet also "admits in a curious way that the norm was 
abandoned.” 


"There is a somewhat curious wording in the policy statement of the prime minister.’ 


(He gets up and looks for the document. ) 


He quotes: “As to the budget policy in the more general sense, the government will 
strive for such reconstruction of the government finances that soon again a prepa-~ 

ration of the budget based on currently projected points of departure and execution 
of the budget according to the rules of the rigid budget policy [portion omitted in 


text} 


Then he says: "What I find fascinating -- and I don't jean that to be only positive 
of course -- about this wording is that it states that as soon as the government 
finances are in good shape again we will apply the instruments aimed at getting the 
finances in good shape again. Actually, the reverse should of course be scatea: 
start by applying the rules in order to make matters healthy again." 
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"I just mention it. Not to make things difficult for the cabinet; things are 
difficult enough. But to conclude that it is plainly stated here that the 
rules have been ahandoned. And I am convinced that the disarray of government 
finances -- and what is happening is not inconsequential -- is related to the 
abandonment of these sound rules." 













[Question | You find a reduction in interest rate essential. But didn't the 
government itself contribute to the high interest rate, apart from the high 
financing deficit, by giving 12.75 percent interest on the most recent public 
loan? 








[Answer | "No, look, the minister must have large amounts. And then you run risks. 
It had to be done. It is a little wisdom after the fact to says: "the state itself 
is pushing up the interest rate (raising his voice). No, those who don't want to 
participate sufficiently in reducing the financing deficit are the ones who drive 
up the interest rate. 





"This loan was actually somewhat of a downward breakthrough. The interest rates 
now -- as 1 indeed expected -- are decreasing considerably. The minister perhaps 
didn't have to come up with a new public loan this year. But the most important 
thing is: if you need that much money then you are at the mercy of the market. 
You should refuse that. And that is the moral of the story." 


[Question] Do you expect interest to decrease next year? 


[Answer | "Next year we will have a considerable surplus in the current account of 
the balance of payments. That must have an interest-reducing effect. The Dutch 
Bank will do everything possible -- also after 31 December -- not to impede that 
interest reduction and even, if possible, to promote it. (He pauses and then says} 
Of course while retaining an adequately strong position of the guilider.” 


[Question] At the end of 1980 the board of the Dutch Bank wrote an "incendiary 
letter” to the Van Agt I cabinet in which you stated that monetary financing, 
the spending of money by the state without the ability to pay those expenditures 
from income or loans, should be curbed. Have you written such a letter on other 
occasions during the 14 years you have been with the Dutch Bank? 


[Answer] "No, this was indeed one of the pithiest letters the board of the bank has 
ever written -- a letter which, for that matter, was seen by the minister of finance 
as strong support. But one can also word an opinion in various other ways and that 
is what I did. Not only by letter, but also in annual reports of the bank or in 
speeches in the Social Economic Council. 


"Sometimes I am critical of the government, but I should like to state that the 
government scrupulously stuck to the monetary agreement with the bank in 1981 
that the creation of currency on behalf of the government remain limited to 

3 billion guilders." 


[Question | But in doing so the government sometimes used convenient ploys. For 
example, delaying payments to 1983 and beyond. 

















[Answer | "Yes, but if shifts were made to later years, those will be part of the 
monetary job for those years." 


[Question | The new chief treasurer of the department of finance, Professor 
Korteweg, said this spring that you applied the monetary brake too strongly in 
1976. That was an unexpectec sound from a convinced monetarist. You call your- 
self a "moderate monetarist." What do you think of Korteweg'’s criticism? 


[Answer | "Oh, I admire his sagacity, but our opinions differ. He defines money as 
anything you can use directly as a means of payment (transfer balances, banknotes, 
the so-called Ml). Then indeed, monetary growth has been on the tight side since 
1976. But if you define money more broadly and also include balances which will 
be available to you in the not too distant future (the so-called M2), then it is 
clear that monetary growth was not tight at all. Secondly, I look at the total 
domestic monetary creation, while he says that, for example, the money which flows 
abroad can not be included. And because there has been a deficit of payment since 
1977, not much has remained. Then I says: you are confusing cause and effect. The 
problem is the excessive creation of money domestically, and the result of that is 
that part of it flows abroad. But that difference of opinion... oh, it's really 


not too serious.” 


For 1982 Zijlstra expects greater monetary growth -- "greater than desirable" -- 
due to the expected surplus in the current account of the balance of payments. 
However, he doesn't expect a new credit restriction -- the current one has been 
suspended -- as long as industry is as disinterested in investing as it is now. 
Moreover he expects the payments surplus to d*sappear "to a great extent" in 1983 
because, if interest goes down, spending and importation will go up. 


In his last annual report Zijlstra mopped the floor with those who advocated the 
sale of part of the gold holding of the Dutch Bank in order to rescue the economy. 
Patiently he explains why the sale of additional natural gas for this purpose is 
allowed and the sale of gold is not. 


"When I sell gold, I have more dollars and less gold. The Dutch gold- and currency 
holding changes in composition but remains the same size. Now the question is 
whether you want to use that gold- and currency holding for something. Well, it 

is not large at all; if you evaluate gold at the current market price then you 
have enough for 3 or 4 months of imports of goods and services, no more. 


"Moreover: if the Dutch Bank should transfer the difference between the book value 
and market value of gold to the State then we are merely engaged in monetary crea~ 
tion. You can be for or against that; I am against it, but you can do that anyway, 
you don't need to use the gold for that. That is absolute nonsense." 


[Question | In the United States an official commission has been created to study 
whether the re-introduction of the gold standard is desirable. What are Zijlstra's 
objections to a new gold standard? 


[ Answer | "The gold standard is much too rigid. Also the uncertainties of gold 
production are much too great. I can't see that re-introduction." 
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[Question | At the end of September you said in Washington that the role of gold 
had to be re-evaluated. The gold in the safes of the central banks would have 
to be used in order to stabilize the exchange rates. 


[Answer] "No, I did not say that; I said that the central banks had to use their 
gold to stabilize somewhat the price of gold. And further -- if I evaluate the 
gold of the Dutch Bank at the market price, more than two thirds of our gold- and 
currency holding consists of gold. Then I cannot be indifferent with respect to 
the price of that gold. Thus I have stood up for interventions by central banks 
to prevent too-extreme fluctuations of the gold price. With the purpose of using 
that gold holding when it is necessary. Don't forget that we lost 4.5 billion 
guilders in foreign exchange at the beginning of this year. I want to be much 
more flexible in the use of gold. If {f sell gold now as a central bank because 

I need dollars, the whole world will say that we are completely bankrupt." 


[Question] Have your ideas met with response? 


[Answer | "Well, since that discussion in 1968, gold had become a dirty word; you 
could hardly mention it, Fortunately that has changed. That error has been some- 
what rectified.” 


For 14 years president of the Dutch Bank. He always did his work with pleasure, 
but not always to his own full satisfaction. 


"Looking back, you say: I should have understood many things more completely and 
approached them differently." 


He also admits that as bank president he occasionally made mistakes, but when he 
is asked to give an example, there is, after some hesitation, no answer. He does 
point out, however, that if one is involved in such complicated matters as the 
financial policy, the making of errors must be seen as unavoidable. “What worried 
me sometimes, and still does, is that in the economic and financial policy one 
often presumes a degree of knowledge and full knowledge which does not exist. 

The knowledge is better than in the past, but is still limited in a free society. 
You can not always say: Now we have to do this, and then that will happen." 


Looking back at his financial and political career, Zijlstra calls himself "some- 
what of a Sunday child." He also has many good memories of his political career. 
The short time he was prime minister he calls "a fascinating period.” The main 

thing he remembers about his post as minister of finance is that “one is so alone 


in the cabinet in that post.” 


The memory of his being minister of economic affairs revives him more. "We emerged 
from the war as a poor and exhausted country. Everyone presumed it would stay that 
way for a long time. But in fact the structure had essentially been made healthy 
by 1949, 


"And in 1952, when the Korean crisis was also behind us, it turned out that we 

had made a great start and that every year the expectations of the people were 
exceeded, Reality exceeded expectations and that is pure paradise for a politician 
working in the economic and financial area." 
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"It was utterly fantastic. You did not needa to support industries. International 
trade was freed to a continuaily greater degree. The policy at that time was: 
free trade. Trade impediments were removed, systems of permits and contingencies 
disappeared. The policy consisted of the removal of barriers. 


"Believe it or not, but sometimes I had nothing to do. In that time I had a quaint 
usher, Van der Straaten, who had served ten ministers Or SO. Sometimes I said to 
him during coffee: Oh, Van der Straaten, why don't you tell me a story about the 
old days (he loved to do that) since I have nothing to do this morning." 


Can one draw lessons from the post-war period of development to get out of the cur- 
rent sad economic situation? 


"One should consider -- apart from all the good things which are already planned -- 
whether less regulation is not desirable over more. It would be good to study that 
period. To look at the switch to employment during that period. 


"When we emerged from the war, 20 percent of the active working population was 
still working in agriculture and the greater part had ty leave it. One should 

look at the way that was approached. One ought to read the first industrialization 
note aloud again in the Second Chamber, from beginning t° end. (Then he continues 
with some irony in his voice: If necessary as a supplement to all spearheads, all 
work horses, all stories about innovation. 
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POLITICAL DENMARK 


ELECTION TO FORCE STRUCTURAL CHANGES IN MANY PARTIES 

New Power for Socialist People's Party 
Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 10 Dec 81 p 12 
[Article by Solveig Rodsgaard | 


[Text | Only 2 days after former SF [Socialist People's Party | chairman Sigurd 
Omann signed up with the Social Democrats, Omann's successor, Gert Petersen, 
racked up the biggest vote gain for SF in 15 years. A jump from 11 to 20 seats 
was the election gain. The same number of seats as in 1966. Then the 20 seats 
were used in the "red cabinet." And now too Gert Petersen will use the seats to 
keep the Social Democrats in line. Sigurd Omann is certain to be glad about that. 


Most people outside SF have a hard time understanding why the party should have 
a record victory at this particular time. But the main reason is probably the 
inability of the Social Democrats to deal with unemployment in particular, push- 
ing frustrated left-wing Social Democrats into the arms of SF. At the same time 
SF has come out strongly in recent years on "green wave" issues which probably 
netted some environmental votes from other parties. 


SF has had some colossal ups and downs and has had problems deciding whether to 
stand on the left or the right foot in the welter of left-wing parties. Apparent- 
ly the right foot is stronger now. The balance is so unsteady, however that 
Anker Jorgensen used the campaign to say that the Social Democrats don't dare 
initiate formalized cooperation with SF because the party will only go along with 
carrying out the "nice things.” Others have to take care of the thankless jobs. 
In particular Anker Jorgensen has not forgotten the time in December 1979 when 

the Social Democratic government was negotiating with SF on the government's OD 

[ Economic Democracy| proposal. The negotiations ended abruptly because SF's exe- 
cutive committee overruled the party's Folketing group. 


Gert Petersen 
Party chairman Gert Petersen, 54 years old, is the party's external profile. A 


really good speaker and debater, he entered Folketing in 1966 when the red cabi- 
net was born. Gert Petersen was a cofounder back in 1958 and during his first 
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election period in Folketing he also experienced the party's split when VS [ So- 
cialist Left Party| was formed. 


It was SF's first big shock. In 1974 Gert Petersen became party chairman after 
Sigurd Omann and a few years later came the party's second big shock. The Lar- 
senites began a fight against the theoretical shift to the left they felt the 
party was undergoing. The Larsenites, named after the party's founder, Aksel 
Larsen, who died in 1972, consisted of Sigurd Omann, Kristine Heltberg, Henning 
Philipsen, Poul, Dam and Kurt Brauer. They all left Folketing in the 1977 elec- 
tion when SF reached its record low, eight seats. Other Larsenites Left the 
party and Gert Petersen kept a low profile. 


Women 


But now SF will have nine more in its Folketing group which incidentally was the 
only group in parliament in the last election period with a majority of women. 

SF makes a big deal out of equality and has introduced sex quotas in the various 
party assemblies. There was also a special women's section included in the SF 
election manifesto from November. It said that the beginning women's liberatior 
movement is in grave danger because women's economic independence is threatened. 
Therefore SF says that a reduction of daily work hours is necessary and that 
women must be guaranteed a percentage quota of educational and job opportunities. 


It was also the SF election manifesto--which produced gains--that blamed the 
Social Democrats for not living up to their campaign promises in 1977 and 1979. 
"Tt could easily happen again unless SF is strengthened." 


But SF hasn't forgotten the revolution either. A short time before the election 
was called the SF program committee issued a newspaper on SF policy. 


"When SF works for a socialist democracy, we also want to follow a democratic 
path to socialism,” says SF and predicts that such a revolution will extend over 


several stages. 


Radical Liberals in Key Position 
Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 10 Dec 81 p 13 


[Article by Chr. Brondum| 


[Text | Radical Liberal leader Niels Helveg-Petersen has become the most courted 
person in Danish politics. 


But despite the overtures--from both the Social Democrats and the Liberals and 
Conservatives at meetings yesterday--to the nine decisive Radical votes the party 
continued to refuse to choose sides now. The party is still calling for an in- 
tense round of negotiations that would lead to the formation of a broad majority 
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agreement on economic policy. Im the course of the negotiations the Radicals are 
prepared to formulate a big compromise proposal between the "Overall Plans for 
1982" of the Social Democrats and the Liberals and Conservatives, according to 
Niels Helveg-Petersen. 


"The compromises that must be made, the difficulties that have to be accepted 
will emerge from the negotiations. At this point it would not help the negotia- 
tions to present a complete compromise package. But this could be done later," 
he said. 


"Even though one must admit that the big parties did their best during the elec- 
tion campaign to destroy the opportunities, I believe it must be possible to 
unite around the common features that exist in economic policy." 


Willingness to Compromise 


Did he feel any willingness to compromise had been shown during the meetings with 
the Liberals, Conservatives and Social Democrats? 


"Not yet, but I hope this will come. I don't have any clear picture of how things 
will develop. It is clear that the VK [ Liberal-Conservative | plan is really gone 
and hopefully that will become obvious in the next few days. The starting point 
is different than it was before the election. We must quickly tackle the real 
problems, in other words the question of improving competitiveness, pubiic spend- 
ing policies, support for agriculture and construction and business taxation." 


SF chairman Gert Petersen has said that "now the Radical deadbeats will have to 
choose sides between the nonsocialist reduction and a socialist society." 


"Gert Petersen is still campaigning and he is welcome to do so. We have made our 
choice--namely the position that the country needs a majority agreement.” 


SF Rejected 


As he did before the election Niels Helveg-Petersen rejects SF as a partner in an 
economic majority agreement. In addition to the concrete disagreement with SF on 
the question of how to improve business competitiveness, a cooperation would not 
inspire the confidence that is needed in working with labor market and business 
organizations. 


If Anker Jorgensen is forced to give up on finding a majority for Social Democrat- 
ic policies and goes into the opposition would the Radicals give the nod to a non- 
socialist government? 


"If that happens of course we would have to find a government of a different 
color. But I don't have the impression this enters into Social Democratic specu- 
lations and we have not considered what we would do in such an event. After the 
talks with the queen today we must do our utmost to arrive at a result. We hope 
the big parties will then demonstrate that they deserve to be big." 
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No Endorsement 


As announced before the election the Radicals will support Prime Minister Anker 
Jorgensen as leader of economic policy negotiations during the party talks with 
the queen today. But Helveg-Petersen stressed that the party would not endorse a 
Social Democratic minority government without a majority agreement. 


Helveg-Petersen admitted that the Radicals will have a special responsibility for 
how long the negotiations on a new government will last. 


"Tt must take as much time as necessary," he said. "Of course it puts pressure 
on a small party to be in this situation but there is nothing unusual about it. 
And when someone has to act as the ‘thumb on the balance scale’ we feel very com- 
fortable about being the ones in that position.” 


Effect of Results on Parties Examined 
Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 1l Dec 81 p 7 


[ Editorial | 


[Text | Anker Jorgensen is now only acting prime minister and his government must 
limit itself to handling current matters. That is the direct and necessary con- 
sequence of the Social Democratic defeat. In 1957 one of Anker Jorgensen's prede- 
cessors had to resign after losing less than half of what the Social Democrats 
racked up. That opened the way for the most difficult government negotiation to 
take place since World War Il. It is natural to assume that the current negotia- 
tions will be even more difficult. The voters have clearly rejected the policy 
pursued by Anker Jorgensen. They did not make a strong request for another gov- 
ernment. But the big support for the Democratic Center can be interpreted as a 
wish that whatever happens occur around the middle of the spectrum and on the 
basis of a nonsocialist policy. There is no foundation for a continuation of the 
Social Democratic minority government and its policies. But there is not now a 
basis for a government stemming from the fellowship between the Conservatives and 
the Liberals. More are needed in a coalition. 


The fellowship that is called the national collective, which would have to involve 
a government coalition among the four old parties, cannot be established. It 
would have been a possibility 2 years ago when the voters clearly gave the nod to 
these four parties but Anker Jorgensen let the possibility go by in his eagerness 
for a straight Social Democratic government. This time it isn't the old parties 
but the new ones that have reaped the votes, the Democratic Center on one side 

and the Socialist People's Party on the other. Therefore the political delibera- 
tions must occur against the background of the election victories of these two 


parties. 


The Social Democrats must negotiate with the Socialist People's Party and con- 
sider whether there is a possibility on the left to create a majority that would 
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sustain a government. This would undoubtedly be tempting for the union movement 
and large segments of the Social Democrats. On the other hand the Conservatives 
must negotiate with the Liberals and the Democratic Center to find the basis for 
a nonsocialist government if possible. In both cases the attitude of the Radical 
Liberals can be of great importance and it is vital that the opening talks con- 
centrate more on future policy than on who should lead its implementation. 


The clarification that must happen should preferably come quickly but it would be 
better to delay it if the time is used to create a more solid basis for the new 
government. The voters can with justification demand that the outcome be some- 
thing besides a mere continuation. There are other possibilities that should be 
tried--and there may even be a solution that is just as unexpected as the one that 
resolved the 1957 government crisis. 


SF, CD Big Winners 
Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 11 Dec 81 p 7 
[ Editorial | 


[ Text | The parliamentary election of 8 December 1981 has a good chance of being 
remembered for a long time as a noteworthy election. It will be the object of 
many postmortem analyses and assessments, not just because the parliamentary sit- 
uation that has arisen is remarka>le due to its lack of clarity, but especially 
because the lack of parliamentary clarity apparently emerged in a very short 
period of time with the help of very simple means. 


The two parties that made substantial gains--CD [ Democratic Center | and SF--both 
have traditions of considerable instability in terms of voter support. The number 
of party members is limited and neither has any broad support in the daily press. 
These are good explanations why big changes have been noted in the past in the 
voting patterns that make up the parties' parliamentary life. CD in particular 
has had to live the life of a freebooter. Dramatic situations have been created 
in which the main intention has been to gain the attention of the voters rather 
than to gain political influence. A personal style and a policy based on single 
issues have been the means used to maintain a party that started by accident and 
still stands without any certain foundation under its activities. 


SF of course has a larger core of sure voters. But the shifts in support the 
party has experienced in the almost 20 years of its existence don't have the ob- 
vious explanation that voter support and voter defection resulted from a consis- 
tent policy ranging over a broad spectrum. It was SF's role to act as the way 
station for voter groups that from time to time wished to protest against the 
Social Democrats. 


It is a characteristic feature of this year's Folketing election that precisely 
the traditionally unstable parties have scored the election's biggest gains. It 





is also characteristic that the gains were achieved not as the result of a de- 
liberate and carefully planned election campaign but rather as the result of the 
mistakes of other parties aad a lucky grab at the bag called “influencing voter 
attitudes at the last minute." While the Social Democrats and the Liberal-Con- 
servative combination engaged in hand-to-hand combat on overall economic plans, 
SF and CD deftly gathered up the chips that were planed off in the course of the 
showdown. This gathering process did not consist of working out competitive 
plans but simply of delivering messages that were popular by virtue of their 
great simplicity. This profile was presented on TV both in the parties’ presen- 
tation broadcasts and in the final debate. The main tendency of the election was 
not a change in voter opinion. The main tendency of the election was the TV me- 
dium's overwhelming victory over the carefully-prepared election campaign. 


Voting for Parties’ Leaders Viewed 
Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 11 Dec 81 p 7 


[ Text | The sentence of 4 years in prison handed down by the high court in the 
Mogens Glistrup case apparently only made him more popular in the eyes of Pro- 
gressive voters. Glistrup received the country's third highest number of personal 
votes, around 19,000, a gain of 3225 votes. But the party as a whole lost ground 
in Copenhagen County where the campaign leader was running. 


Party leaders Anker Jorgensen, Henning Christophersen and Poul Schluter all lost 
a considerable number of personal votes compared to the 1979 election. The So- 
cial Democratic leader lost a good 11,000 votes, receiving 20,326 personal votes. 
Schluter went down by around 4800 votes, receiving 19,595, while Henning Chris- 
tophersen, who in 1979 received 11,535 votes, had to be content this time with 
9415 votes. 


On the other hand the election was also a personal triumph for the leaders of the 
two victorious parties, SF and CD. Both doubled their personal votes--Gert 
Petersen went from 7767 in 1979 to 15,342 and Erhard Jacobsen went from 5163 to 


11,030 personal votes in Tuesday's election. 


Social Affairs Minister Ritt Bjerregaard experienced the biggest decline in per- 
sonal votes. In 1979 she received 27,027 votes but this time she got only 10,019. 
That did not place Ritt Bjerregaard among the ten biggest vote getters. Labor 
Minister Svend Auken also declined from around 23,000 votes -o 18,181 personal 
votes this time. 


Conservative Lis Moller who was swept out of Folketing in the 1973 election had a 
personal election success this time with 15,869 votes. 
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Radical Influence Seen as Minor 
Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 1l Dec 81 p 8 
[Editorial | 


[Text | Anker Jorgensen is leading the clarifying talks on the formation of a 
government but he is not the main character in the negotiations. If anyone 
thinks the major role will be played by Niels Helveg Petersen he is quite wrong. 
He is wrong because along the way the Radical Liberals will be forced to take a 
stand, they won't be able to avoid it. The dominant factors in the negotiations 


ate the two victorious parties, the Democratic Center and the Socialist People's 
Party. They more than anyone else will decide what happens. 


On the one hand the Social Democrats will try to form a government on the basis 
of a fellowship with the Socialist People's Party and the Radicals. This will of 
necessity be based on a leftist program. SF has become a magnet pulling away 
from the middle. This means the Radical Liberals will have a hard time going 
along and it means that the Social Democrats will be afraid of the consequetces. 
There will be Social Democrats who find it more sensible to become part of the 
opposition under these circumstances. 


On the other hand the Democratic Center has taken the initiative to find out if 

a basis can be found for a nonsocialist government. This fellowship would in- 
clude the Conservatives, the Liberals and the Christian People's Party. The 
fellowship would call for abandoning vital parts of the overall plan of the two big 
opposition parties and replacing them with a policy that can unite the four par- 
ties. And it must be remembered that CD and the Christian People's Party have 
long cooperated with the Social Democrats on such a policy. With Erhard Jacobsen 
as the major figure in this effort this fellowship would in reality pursue a poli- 
cy that would not deviate from a Social Democratic position in essential areas. 
But the decisive thing is that a government on this basis would be gathered around 
the middle. 


Under these circumstances it seems almost grotesque that the Radical Liberals are 

presenting themselves as decisive for how the new government will be set up. The 

Radical influence is not that great. As if governed by a natural law they will be 
drawn toward the middle and they cannot back a left-centered policy without hurt- 

ing themselves. 


When all the possibilities for joint programs and joint government foundations are 
revealed in the days ahead on the one hand and on the other and across the middle 
it will be seen that a government begins in the middle and not on the fringes. 

The participants in the negotiations know this already but the game will be con- 
tinued until the end so no voter can remain in doubt as to who belongs where. 
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Folketing Elects New Chairman 
Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 16 Dec 81 p 10 
[Editorial | 


(Text | Those who have to consult the sun and the moon on the formation of the 
new government will see in the decision to make Svend Jakobsen chairman of Folke- 
ting an omen that it won't be Anker Jorgensen who will form the new government. 
By backing Svend Jakobsen's ‘candidacy the prime minister is saying goodbye to a 
finance minister who played a prominent role in the work of the Social Democratic 
government, a man who would certainly have been given a central position in a new 
government. In view of the lack of qualified Social Democratic ministerial can- 
didates, as even Anker Jorgensen must admit, the decision must at least reflect a 
minimal expectation that the Social Democrats will be forming that government. 
Would Anker Jorgensen have been able to give up Svend Jakobsen if he felt sure he 
would be forming a new government before Christmas? 


It will be asked why Svend Jakobsen is leaving the government bench. He will 
probably answer that he has long wanted to assume the prestigious chairmanship 
post so many prominent Social Democrats have held before him. But it is remarkable 
and a little disquieting that a politician who is only 46 years old and is still 
young by Christiansborg terms will be assuming an office in which he will be able 
to celebrate his 25th anniversary, all else being equal, it is hard to believe 
that Svend Jakobsen has this prospect in mind and that he is prepared for per- 
haps many years to come to work at something that tears him away from the Social 
Democratic exercise of power and places him, as the chairman for all, high above 
the daily political conflict. For there has been general agreement among the 
parties for many years that the post as chairman of Folketing can be regarded as 
a final position. If the presidium of parliament is to preserve respect and au- 
thority--and this must be said to be a prerequisite for parliamentary act.ivity-- 
the post is not one a person can jump into and out of again. 


It should come as no surprise that Svend Jakobsen is tired of it all--a demanding 
ministry, a weak government that is on its way out, a restless party. Knud 
Heinesen also wanted out and Ivar Norgaard would like to go abroad. But can that 
be the whole explanation for why he has taken this step? Maybe he thinks that 
from his elevated seat as chairman he can survey what will happen in the coming 
months and years and-that the office will reflect so well on him that some day he 
can return to the tumult. He has been mentioned as Anker Jorgensen's natural 
heir and when anyone has talked about the day a national unity government might 
be necessary, his name has been prominent. Is he saving his own skin so he can be 
the life guard for the Social Democrats? At the moment he has secured himself an 
office at a time when there seems to be a shortage of them. 
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Jorgensen in Difficulty with SDP 


Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 17 Dec 81 p 13 
[ Commentary by Lisbeth Knudsen | 


[Text | Social Democratic chairman Anker Jorgensen must seek a new mandate from 
his Folketing group today if his stranded government negotiations are to get going 
again. The statements made recently mean that the Social Democrats must take a 
stand on a different situation than the S-SF-R [Social Democrats-Socialist 
People's Party-Radical Liberals | cooperation the party's executive committee re- 
commended 2 days after the election. And the Radical Liberals at a group meeting 
will have to admit that Anker Jorgensen as leader of the negotiations has so far 
not tried the broad cooperation that was the Radical prerequisite for backing him 
as negotiation leader. 


The conclusion of 3 days so far of government negotiations is that the Radicals 
didn't get the Social Democrats to undertake a broad cooperation with one or more 
of the nonsocialist parties. Anker Jorgensen's comment on that idea was that one 
could not expect “that the Social Democrats after an election defeat could start 
working together with the right side of parliament." During the period as leader 
of negotiations Anker Jorgensen has so far followed the mandate he has from the 

S execusitve committee and has not tried to gather S, R, V [Liberals] and K [ Con- 
servatives| into the mutual discussions the Radical Liberals had wanted. The So- 
cial Democratic leadership and especially the union movement does not believe in 
broad cooperation after an election fight in which the Social Democratic Party 
used all its forces to condemn the VK plan and lost out to SF on its own policy. 


S-SF-R Agreement Impossible 


An S-SF-R cooperation was one of the ideas launched by the Social Democrats and 
the union leadership during the campaign. In many of his campaign speeches party 
chairman Anker Jorgensen ruled out cooperation with SF because he found the party 
program unrealistic, but even so they decided to test the possibility after the 
SF victory on 8 December. Three days of negotiations show that the Social Demo- 
crats still regard the SF plan as economically unrealistic and that no majority 
can be formed that ranges from SF to the Radicals. The Social Democrats are very 
intent on blaming SF for the failure to make use of a labor party cooperation. 

If they can't manage to place the responsibility for the coming to power of a 
possible nonsocialist government on SF’s shoulders with statements on unrealistic 
proposals and unwillingness to cooperate, the Social Democrats could have an even 
harder time in the opposition or in the next election. Anker Jorgensen wants the 
' responsibility placed squarely and therefore the government negotiations are drag- 
ging out, but that does not make an S-SF-R majority agreement more likely. 


SR Agreement Rejected 


A third government possibility for the Social Democrats would be an SR coopera~ 
tion not based on any majority. However that would require a new mandate from 
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the Social Democratic Folketing group and from the Radical group. For that to 
succeed the Radicals would have to give up the idea of the majority agreement on 
which the party based its campaign. The Social Democrats would then have to eat 
their words during the campaign about CD and KRF [Christian People's Party | to 
formalize a cooperation with the Radicals that excluded SF. Finally, Prime Min- 
ister Anker Jorgensen said aiter a meeting of ministers on Tuesday: “If SF and 
the Radicals give us an uncertain basis for a governuent I think the Social Demo- 
crats must go into the opposition. I have not considered the possibility of an 
SR government and I have nothing to say on that." This makes the third government 
possibility seem very fragile. Apparently the Social Democrats want to go into 
the opposition if an S-SF-R cooperation cannot be set up. 


Requirements for Nonsocialist Government 


If Anker Jorgensen has to tell the queen at the end of this week that he has been 
unable to create a majority behind a new government as the Social Democrats want, 
there will be a different situation. Before a nonsocialist negotiation leader can 
try his hand first the Radicals and then either the Progressives or the Social 
Democrats must accept it. The Social Democrats must decide to go into the oppo- 
sition and abandon any government possibilities. The Radicals must do away with 
their previous statements that the party would not support a nonsocialist govern- 
ment based on FRP [ Progressive Party| votes and FRP must accept the fact that the 
party will not have direct influence over the composition and policy of the non~- 
socialist government through a concrete agreement. FRP has demanded that in the 


past. 


Social Democrats from Anker Jorgensen's inner circle, including political vice 
chairman Knud Heinesen, have said quite clearly that the party would have to go 
into the opposition if an S-SF-R cooperation does not succeed. This means that 
the Social Democrats could really make a decision at the group meeting today. 
Only if the Social Democrats give up can a nonsocialist government come to power, 
always assuming that the Radicals will support it. 
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POLITICAL FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


'SPIEGEL' POLL ON PEACE, ARMAMENT, COALITION - 


SPIEGEL Poll Analyzed 
Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 23 Nov 81 pp 56, 57, 59, 61, 63, 65 
[Article: "Every Third Citizen Pins Hopes on Zero Basis" ] 


[Text] Only 17 of 100 FRG citizens feel sympathy for the Soviet head of state and 
party leader, Leonid Brezhnev, but 56 of 100 consider his visit to Bonn to be "good 
and useful." 


The policy pursued by U.S. President Ronald Reagan has polarized opinions in the 
FRG. Since Reagan took office, confidence in the United States has increased among 
the CDU/CSU constituency, whereas among the SPD voters it has declined. 


If the FRG citizens had a say in this, there would not be any neutron weapon. A 

majority of 54 percent opposes its production and its deployment in Europe. Con- 
versely, the number of Germans welcoming NATO's Dual Resolution exceeds the number 
of its opponents. However: Many citizens have "not yet formed a final opinion." 


Nine percent of the FRG's men and women are prepared actively to participate in the 
peace movement. The camp of the peace movement's declared opponents is about 
equally large. Thirty-nine percent consider the peace movement to be "essentially 
good." 


These are the results of an opinion poll carried out on behalf of DER SPIEGEL by 
the Bielefeld Emid Institute. During the first half of October, the institute 
polled 2,150 men and women--a group representative of the FRG population above the 
age of 18. 


It is the most comprehensive study ever made of the views of the Germans in regard 
to the subjects of the worldwide debate concerning peace, rearmament, disarmament 
and counterarmament. 


Previously, there had been published the results of polls restricted to circum 
scribed subjects. It has never been attempted to give the public a total picture 
of the views held in regard to this field. 


Even large-scale polls that were undertaken by FRG opinion polling institutes at 
the request of U.S. and FRG government agencies (and that were not published) were 





restricted to partial complexes; moreover, they were marred by the use of outdated 
or leading questions. 


In no other political field is it as difficult to translate focal topics into 
opinion-probing questions. By themselves, the customary polling procedures are 
not sufficient. For people are all too willing to voice an affirmation of peace; 
the subject matter is overly complex and it is too difficult to fathom the motives 
underlying the opinions expressed in the missile debate. 


For this reason, Klaus-Peter Schoeppner, a psychologist who headed the Emnid Poll, 
examined the utility of special methods that in the last few years had been 
employed by the Bielefeld Institute and other enterprises. Professor Manfred 
Kuechler from Frankfurt helped to prepare and evaluate the poll. Kuechler is one 
of the three research directors of the renowned Mannheim "Center for Polls, Methods 
and Analyses" (Zuma) and chairman of the Department of Methodology of the German 
Society for Sociology. 


The methods applied in this investigation comprised open questions, knowledge tests 
and questions designed to test the steadfastness of the respective opinion. 


Open questions were asked to obtain spontaneous replies; otherwise it would not 
have been possible to determine, for example, whether the fear professed by spokes- 
men of the peace movement at the Hamburg Church Rally and elsewhere is felt by 
large or by small segments of the population. The result: Most FRG citizens (54 
percent) know the "feeling that I am afraid," and "threat of war," "arms race" and 
"nuclear war" were mentioned nearly as frequently as were personal reasons (ill- 
ness, distress, old age). 


The knowledge tests were intended to test whether the FRG citizens are well or 
poorly informed on the neutron weapon or the dual missile resolution of NATO. One 
of the results: Only every third respondent knew that neutron weapons and missiles 
would be stationed only with American troops. An equally large number assumed that 
there would be German missile commands as well. 


In regard to the key issues of the debate, the test subjects were asked not only 
to state their own views, but also what they considered to be the position of the 
chancellor, the parties and the majority of the FRG citizenry. 


This was based on the realization that the opinions of FRG citizens are all the 
more steadfast, the more they are convinced they belong to the majority. And from 
the party members’ judgment of their party's position, one can tell whether the 
respective subject drives apart or brings together the party and its constituency. 


The replies to nearly 100 questions were subjected to computer analysis, in order 
to throw light on interconnections and backgrounds. One of the key tasks was to 
correlate the answers to various questions. Thus it was possible to determine 
whether the position on armament resolutions correlated with the standpoint on 
nuclear energy, on squattings and on the so-called Decree on Radicals. The result: 


There are obvious interconnections. 


In addition, the Emnid Poll was supposed to throw light on the factors that in the 
last few months gave rise to two contrary trends in the Federal Republic: 
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Graph. Divergent Appraisals of Reagan and Brezhnev 

Sympathy for U.S. President Reagan and for Soviet Party Leader Brezhnev varies in 
accordance with the FRG citizens’ political point of view. Emnid asked the 
respondents to indicate on a scale varying from +5 to -5 what they thick of Reagan 
and Brezhnev. The average values: 1. FRG citizens, total. 2. CDU/CSU voters. 

3. SPD voters. 4. FDP voters. 5. "Green" [environmentalists, etc.] constituency. 
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The respondents asked about their opinion regarding Brezhnev's Bonn visit at the 
end of November were given three alternatives. The percentages differed as 
follows: 6. "Good and useful." 7. "Of no benefit." 8. "Apt to be detrimental 
to us." 
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Graph. Parity is Sufficient 









Several questions were concerned with the dis- 
tribution of military power and with the objec- 
tives of the U.S.A. and the USSR. The result: 
Most FRG citizens think that Moscow aims at 
military superiority, and Washington, at 
parity. 


Gleichgewicht genigt 


In reply to the question concerning the pres- 
ent distribution of power, the answers and 
percentages were as follows: 1. "West is 
superior." 2. "The two blocs equally strong." 
3. "Eastern Bloc superior." 











Regarding the objective of the USSR: 4. "Pre- 
pared to accept superiority of the West." 
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On the one hand, the absolute voter majority is commanded by the Bonn opposition, 
i.e. the party--and most of the respondents share this assessment-—-that in regard 
to security and armament issues pursues a harder line than do the coalition par- 
ties. On the other hand, the peace movement, which wants to keep missiles and 
neutron weapons away from German soil, is gaining more and more popularity. 


The data of the Emid Poll provide an explanation that calls for detailed substan- 
tiation and differentiation: Not only Reagan's policy, but the debate on the whole 
have led to a political polarization, the extent of which has not yet been 


recognized. 


The SPIEGEL report on the poll is divided into three parts. The first part shows 
the most important results in regard to the peace and armament subjects (see 
graphs). The second part examines whether and to what extent there are pacifist, 
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Graph. After the Victory a Low 


As is customary in any political opinion poll, Emnid asked the "Sunday question”: 
"If federal elections were held next Sunday, what party would you vote for?" The 
replies showed the SPD to be at a low. For the sake of comparison, the figures 
since January 1980: 1. October election results. 2. SPIEGEL poll. 3. "Green" 
voters and others. 4. Percent. 
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neutralist and anti-American tendencies. The third part analyzes the present 
situation of the coalition and opposition in Bonn. 


Seventy-three percent of the FRG citizens have “heard or read" about NATO's Dual 
Resolution. This overall total could be misleading, for among the former elemen- 
tary school students without vocational training, only every second belongs to this 
majority, whereas of the respondents who graduated from a secondary school it is 
almost everyone. 


As for the ..st questions concerning the level of information on the NATO resolu- 
tion, between 25 and 31 percent of the respondents made no reply, and of the other 
respondents, many were not well informed. A mere 


--59 percent of the respondents know that missiles are to be stationed in other 
NATO countries as well (15 percent: "Only in the Federal Republic") ; 
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--51 percent know that the medium-range missiles are nuclear weapons (22 percent: 
"Not nuclear weapons") ; 


--46 percent know that "construction preparations are under way and that deployment 
is to begin in 2 years" (22 percent: "Deployment step by step"); 


--37 percent know that only medium-range missiles are involved (36 percent: "Other 
weapons as well"). 


Before asking the respondents to state their own views, the Emid interviewers 
provided a kind of basic information on the Dual Resolution: 


"NATO resolved to deploy--beginning in 1983--American medium-range missiles in 
Western Europe, but at the same time, it proposed negotiations to the Soviet Union, 
holding out the promise upon agreement on disarmament totally or in part to dis- 
pense with deployment of these missiles." 


The result: 36 of 100 FRG citizens endorse the Dual Resolution, while 21 percent 
are against it. No fewer than 30 percent stated: "I have not yet formed a final 
opinion.” Another 12 percent are "indifferent" toward the resolution. 


Considering the voters of all Bundestag [Lower House] parties in their entirety, 
the pros outnumber the cons. The numbers are almost identical: 38, 37 and 35 per- 
cent of the constituencies of the CDU/CSU, SPD and FDP support the resolution, 
while 18, 22 and 23 percent oppose it. 


The replies to other questions show the problems the parties are confronted with in 
this field. 


The Union parties are much more committed to the NATO course than are their con- 
stituencies: 38 percent of the Union voters support the Dual Resolution, while 
62 percent stated that the party they vote for endorses it. The leaders of the 
Union parties have good reason to fear that this contrast may sometime lead to 
conflicts. 


The dilemma of the SPD is even greater. To be sure, the position its voters have 
adopted in regard to the NATO Resolution conforms with the image they have formed 
of the party. Thirty-seven percent of the SPD constituency endorse the resolution, 
while 44 percent consider this to be the position of the party; 22 percent oppose 
the resolution and 23 percent assume this to be the party line; 28 percent have not 
yet formed a final opinion, and 24 percent a sume that this is true of the party as 
well. 


The SPD's problem is different: It is the contrast between the party and Chancellor 
Helmut Schmidt. The responses to Emid's questions concerning the Chancellor's 
position showed percentages nearly identical to those of the CDU/CSU. 


It is hard to tell where this development will lead. Nevertheless, there are three 
factors that indicate that the supporters of the Dual Resolution may gain ground in 
the foreseeable future. Firstly, there is the following unequivocal interrelation- 
ship: The higher the FRG citizens’ degree of information on the NATO Resolution, 
the greater the number of supporters. According to Kuechler, "This could be said 
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to suggest that if better information were provided on the resolution'’s content and 
the reasons underlying it, the number of supporters would increase." 


Secondly, educated Germans (i.e. Germans graduated from secondary school), who-- 
depending on their age--may hold different or even contrary opinions, have been 
precursors of a trend on mre than one occasion. If this is the case in this 
situation as wcll, their present views would be indicative of a future trend. The 
data: Only 3 of 100 secondary school graduates stated they did not care about the 
resolution; merely 20 percent stated they had not formed a final opinion. Thus the 
overwhelming majority have taken a stand: 47 percent for and 27 percent against 
the resolution. 


Thirdly, the supporters believe more strongly than do the opponents that most of 
their compatriots share their view. 


As a reaction to Washington's missile policy, a contrary development may possibly 
intensify. Repeatedly, it has been doubted that the Reagan Administration takes 
the negotation-related part of the resolution as seriously as the counterarmament- 
related part. Should these doubts be reinforced--which could happen during the 
Geneva disarmament talks now being launched--people's views would change consider- 
ably. 


For the FRG citizens' foremost concerns were revealed by the question: "Since the 
NATO Dual Resolution consists of two parts, the positions taken may differ. Please 
tell me which of the two standpoints is the closest to you." 


Only 34 percent opted for the answer: "The primary objective is to reestablish 
military parity in Central Europe. To accomplish this, the Americans will sooner 
or later be compelled to deploy medium-range missiles in West Europe." 


Sixty-four percent opted for the answer: "The primary objective is immediately to 
enter into arms reduction negotiations with the East and to prevent the deployment 
of American medium-range missiles in West Europe." 


As for the presumable outcome of the negotiations, opinions differ. Most FRG citi- 
zens expect the superpowers to come to an agreement, albeit at different levels: 


--36 percent expect establishment of a zero basis, i.e. "The Soviets to reduce 
their medium-range missiles and the Americans to forgo deployment of their mis- 
siles in West Europe"; 


-~-23 percent expect a solution close to the present situation: "Mutual arms reduc- 
tion and deployment of American medium-range missiles below the level presently 


announced." 


A third, negative position has a greater number of supporters than do the above two 
positive positions: 


--39 percent of the FRG citizenry consider likely "a breakdown of the negotiations 
between the United States and the Soviet Union and subsequently, a new arms race." 
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Graph. Neutron Weapon: Majority Opposed 


"What is your position in regard to the neutron weapon?" The participants in the 
SPIEGEL Poll were given a choice of four replies. The result: Most FRG citizens 
oppose the weapon. The respective percentages are as follows (see graph): 

1. “Absolutely opposed." 2. "Opposed with certain reservations." 3. “I endorse 
it with certain reservations." 4. "I endorse it unreservedly." 
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Neutronenwafte: 
Mehrheit dagegen 


Wie ist ihre eigene Einstellung zur Neutro- 
nenwafte?” Vier Antworten standen den Teil- 
nehmem der SPIEGEL-Umtrage zur Wahi. 
Ergebnis: Die Mehrheit der Bundesbirger ist 
gegen diese Waffe. Es wahiten von je 100 
Befragten die Antwort: 


1) ..Bin ohne Einschrankung dagegen™ 
2) Bin mit Einschrankung dageqen” 











Unions-Wahier pro, ,,Grine’’ contra 
Je nach Parteipraterenz zeigten sich starke Meinungsunterschiede : 
5) far Neutronenwatte | 


CDU/CSU- . 
6) Wahler id 














SPD-Wahler (37 
FDP-Wahler (45 
7)  .Grin"-wahier (5 
















An 100 fehlende Prozente: keine oder andere Angaben 8) 


Union Voters Pro--"Green" Yoters Con 

Opinions differed greatly in accordance with party allegiance (see graph): 

5. In favor of neutron weapon. 6. CDU/CSU voters. 7. "Green" voters f[environ- 
mentalists, etc.]. 8. Remaining percentage points: no or other replies. 
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An open question starts off the SPIEGEL Poll's section on the neutron weapon: 
"What do you think when you hear or read about the neutron weapon?" 


According to Emid, negative replies prevailed. To quote a few examples: "“Destruc- 
tion of life"; "Total destruction"; "Decidedly antihuman"; "Never to be allowed in 
Germany"; "Madness square"; “The ultimate." 


To all appearances, the FRG citizens are more concerned about the neutron weapon 
than about the Dual Resolution; but as is shown by the Emnid Institute's knowledge 
test, they lack information on this subject as well. Again, between 20 and 32 per- 
cent of the respondents answered every question by stating "I don't know." For the 
rest, 


--52 percent knew that Reagan resolved to build the weapon, but that he has not yet 
made a decision concerning deployment (28 percent: "...construction and deploy- 
ment in Europe decided") ; 


--52 percent knew that the resolution "was adopted without consultation with the 
allies in Europe" (24 percent: "...upon consultation with the allies"); 


--45 percent knew that the weapons "are fired from the ground in the form of gre- 
nades and missiles" (22 percent: "...are dropped as bombs from aircraft"); 


--44 percent knew that "in the event of war, the weapon is to be used primarily 
against tanks" (24 percent: "...primarily against enemy supply centers"); 


--30 percent knew that subsequent to employment of the weapon, the area would be 
"contaminated by radiation for a number of days" (41 percent: "...for several 
weeks"). 


Most of the persons questioned by Emnid hold that Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt, 
the CDU/CSU and the FDP are in favor of the construction and deployment of the 
neutron weapon, but that the majority of the FRG citizenry is opposed to it. The 
respondents feel that only the SPD is predominantly opposed. 


The respondents' attitude is revealed by their replies to the question about their 
"nosition vis-a-vis the neutron weapon”: 


--3l percent: "I am absolutely opposed to the production and deployment of this 
weapon; this means I am opposed without any reservations"; 


--23 percent: "I have strong doubts in regard to this weapon; it should be pro- 
duced and deployed in West Europe only if this is necessary for the protection 
of the West. In my opinion, this is presently not the case. So to some extent 
I am opposed to it"; 


--32 percent: "I have doubts in regard to this weapon. We should do our utmost to 
come to an agreement with the Soviet Union in regard to disarmament. Should this 
prove impossible, however, we probably will have to accept production of this 
weapon and its deployment in West Europe. With certain reservations, I am in 
favor of it"; 
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Graph. Reagan's Policy Polarizes Opinions 


Since Ronald Reagan took office, some have 

"increased" confidence, others "reduced" confi- 

dence in the United States. At present, about 

every third citizen places "little" confidence 

in the United States. The question was: “How 

: “ about your confidence in the United States’ abil- 

Reagans P olitik pola- ity to deal with the present world problems?" 

risiert die Meinungen The respective percentages regarding the degree 
of confidence were as follows (see graph): 

1. "Very high"--9. 2. "Fairly high"--53. 

3. “Fairly low"--28. 4. "Very low"--8. 


As regards the respondents’ attitude since Reagan 
took office, the respective percentages were as 
follows (see graph): 5. "Confidence has in- 
creased"--27. 6. "Confidence has declined"—-31l. 
7. “Confidence has remained unchanged"--41. 
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--13 percent: "In the present situation, I consider production and deployment of 
this weapon to be necessary. So I am unreservedly in favor of i.” 


Most citizens feel that if Washington someday insists that the neutron weapon be 
stationed in the Federal Republic, the Federal Government must “on no account" 
assent (35 percent) or only "if the arms reduction negotiations with the Soviet 
Union have broken down" (47 percent). 
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Graph. Many Citizens Still Undecided 


The many years of debate notwithstanding, 4 of 10 FRG citizens neither endorse nor 
oppose the NATO Dual Resolution. They are either indifferent or "have not yet 
formed a final opinion." Among the other citizens, a positive attitude prevails. 
The results (%): 1. "I support the NATO Dual Resolution." 2. "I oppose =." 

3. "I do not care about it." 4. "I have not yet formed an opinion.” 
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CDU/CSU and SPD 
Voters Eye to Eye 


CDU/CSU, SPD and FDP 
voters see almost eye 
to eye, whereas "green" 
(environment) constit- 
uency takes a very 
different position, 

5. In favor of the 
Dual Resolution. 

6. Opposed to it. 


Emnid asked the 
respondents to assess 
the position of the 
Federal Chancellor and 
of the parties. 
Result: The FRG citi- 
zens see no signifi- 
cant differences 
between Schmidt, the 
CDU/CSU and the FDP; 
only the SPD is seen 
to be different. 

7. For the Dual 
Resolution. 

8. Opposed to it. 

9. "No opinion yet.” 
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Frisdeachoweauies “Finde ich gut” 
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Key: 

1. “Absolutely 
opposed." 

2. "I have mis- 
givings." 

3. "I do not 
care." 

4. “Basically 
good, but I 
will not take 
part." 

5. "I might take 
part." 

6. “Will defi- 
nitely take an 
active part." 

7. "I am already 
involved." 


Views Differ in Accord- 
ance with Political 
Standpoint and Age 

8. Of the different 
party constituen- 
cies, the following 
percentages regard 
the peace movement 
as good, but will 
not participate. 

9. In favor of active 
participation ("per- 
haps," "definitely," 
"already involved") 


Age Groups 

10. Peace movement 
good, but will not 
take part. 

11. In favor of active 
participation. 





Only a minority of 15 percent of the respondents feel that the Federal Government 
should without any reservations "consent to the deployment of the neutron weapons, 
if the U.S. Government considers this to be necessary." 

The Emnid Poll comprised a dozen questions designed to test the FRG citizens’ atti- 
tudes toward the Soviet Union. 

If the prevailing attitude were to be characterized by a single word, the word 


distrust probably would describe best the predominant mood and opinion. This was 
clearly revealed by a key question: Only every fourth FRG citizen gives credence 
to the Soviets’ claim that they would be satisfied with military parity; 73 percent 
think that the Soviet Union aims at attaining military superiority. 

| 


There was another question that was concerned with Moscow's credibility: "Do the 
Soviets or do they not feel threatened by the West?" Opinions differed; 46 percent 
think the concern is genuine, while 54 percent consider it spurious. 


Whenever a question gave the respondent a choice between two replies, over 50 per- 
cent of the respondents opted for the more critical reply, while just under 50 per- 
cent chose the other answer. It appears that there are two basic attitudes. 


Another example: Forty percent stated that “Moscow is serious about the policy of 
detente," while 58 percent opted for the answer: "Moscow abuses our spirit of 
rapprochement, in order to further extend its domain." 


And when the participants in the Emid Poll were asked to talk about their own con- 
cerns--about "whether we are threatened by the East"--the results were similar: 
55 percent worry, while 45 percent are unconcerned. 


The image most Germans have of the Soviet Union is still influenced by the occupa- 
tion of Afghanistan. Only 11 percent of the FRG citizens think that Moscow will 
withdraw its troops from that country. The majority (59 percent) assumes that 
Afghanistan will become an Eastern Bloc state. And 26 percent even expect the 
Soviets not only to stay in Afghanistan, but "to invade other countries from that 
state." 


And no fewer than 74 percent of the FRG citizenry agreed with the view: ‘The 
Russian invasion of Afghanistan showed that Moscow has not abandoned its goal to 
extend its domain.” 


In spite of their critical attitude toward the Soviet Union, most of the FRG citi- 
zens showed themselves to be quite differentiating. 


When the questioners asked for the "principal reason underlying the Soviet armament 
measures" (giving a choice of five answers), the responses were as follows: 


--Only 7 percent chose the reason: "To attack the West someday"; 
--17 percent opted for: "To be able to defend itself in the event of attack"; 


--19 percent, for: "To prevent potential uprisings in its own domain"; 
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--40 percent, for: "To extend the communist domain"; 
--16 percent, for: "To exert pressure Jn other states." 


And when the question is asked for conjectures “concerning the further development 
in Poland," the answers reveal-—-in addition to distrust--cautious hope. 


For only a minority expects the reform course to be discontinued, and of this 
minority, only 16 percent expect the Russians to intervene. The others think that 
"The Polish Communist Party will on its own reverse the development" (21 percent). 
On the other hand, 38 percent of the FRG citizenry are convinced that "Poland will 
continue to pursue its reform course, but it will be the only Eastern Bloc state 
distinguished by extended liberties." 


And 21 percent go even further: "Poland will continue to pursue its reform course 
and its example will be followed by the other Eastern Bloc states; sooner oF later, 
they will have to grant greater liberties to their citizens." 


Graph. Every Second Citizen: Movement Has No 
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SER SPIRSEL = 


Peace Movement Assessed 
Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 23 Nov 81 pp 65, 68, 70 
[Article by Prof Manfred Kuechler: "18 to 35 + Abitur = Activist Group"] 


[Text] What is behind the peace movement? What social groups and strata do its 
followers belong to? 


To answer these questions, one must ask another question: Is there an interconnec- 


tion between a "quiet revolution"--much discussed in the last few years by social 
scientists, but also by the public--and the peace movement? 
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Graph. Will the Negotiations Break Down? 
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Only every second FRG citizen thinks that the two superpowers intend to reduce 
armaments. In reply to the question whether the U.S.A. and the USSR "are really 
interested in arms reduction talks," the answers and percentages were as follows: 
1. "Both superpowers are interested." 

2. "Only the Americans are interested." 

3. "Only the Russians are interested." 

4. "Neither of the superpowers is interested." 


Questioned as to their view on the outcome of the imminent arms reduction talks, 

the interviewees were given a choice of 3 prognoses. The answers and percentages 

were as follows: 

5. Breakdown of negotiations and subsequent arms race. 

6. Agreement and deployment of part of the announced U.S. missiles. 

7. Agreement; reduction of Soviet missiles; U.S.A. dispense with deployment of 
missiles in Europe. 


According to the thesis of the American social scientist Ronald Inglehart, the 
traditional value system of the Western industrial societies has come unhinged. 


Order and material security no longer uncontestedly head the list of needs; rather, 
people increasingly consider "postmaterialist" concerns to be more important. In 
social science, "postmaterialist" is the term applied to those who feel, for exam- 
ple, that increased influence by the citizens on political decisions takes priority 
over the struggle against inflation and over the maintenance of law and order. 
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What social groups these "postmaterialists" belong to can readily be determined. 
It is above all the younger citizens (up to the age of 35) who graduated from 
secondary schools ("Abitur") who are postmaterialistically oriented. In this 
population category, which to a large extent supplies the future leadership elite 
of our country, every second citizen is a "postmaterialist." This figure has been 
amply documented by the various studies carried out in the last few years. 


T> all appearances, the primary motive of the peace movement is unequivocal: It 
is the concern about peace, the search for the best political ways of maintaining 
peace. However, we suspect that the subject of peace--similar to the subject of 
environmental protection--is the point of crystallization for the new, postmate- 
rialist orientation. So we assume that for the most part the movement is carried 
by a stratum that has begun to dissociate itself from established values in a much 
more comprehensive--albeit largely diffuse—-fashion. 


By means of the SPIEGEL Poll, we now want to examine whether our hypothesis is a 
suitable means of identifying the determining factors underlying the peace movement. 


For such an undertaking, the data concerning the population's attitude toward the 
peace movement are not sufficient. Twenty-nine percent are more or less opposed; 
22 percent stated they did not care about the peace movement, 39 percent are pas- 
sive supporters; a mere 9 percent are potential activists. In summary, this is the 
result. 


However, breakdowns by age group and degree of schooling point in the direction of 
our postmaterialism thesis: Over 20 percent of those between the ages of 18 and 35 
would participate--at least "possibly"--in the peace movement, whereas of those 
over 60, only 3 percent would participate. Only 6 percent of the elementary school 
graduates, but 30 percent of the secondary school graduates do not rule out active 
participation. 


Aside from age and education, party preference is another differentiating factor in 
regard to the attitude toward the peace movement. These three characteristics do 
not exist independently: The educational opportunities for the postwar generation 
have improved considerably so that the younger FRG citizens tend to obtain more 
schooling than do the older ones. 


However, by means of a complex statistical evaluation procedure, it is possible to 
control these mutual dependencies and to determine the "adjusted" influence of age, 
education and party preference. Moreover, the procedure makes it possible to pro- 
vide a statistical foundation for the results, even if the sample of a certain 
"type" contains only relatively few cases. 


First we will examine which population strata would at least "possibly" actively 
participate in the peace movement. The party preference establishes a clear line 
of demarcation; decided CDU/CSU voters--according to the poll, this category in- 
cludes approximately 30 percent of the population--will not participate actively. 
Nevertheless, almost one-third of these Union voters consider the peace movement to 
be "basically good." 


We now will consider the activism potential. Among the FRG citizens who graduated 
from secondary schools, the difference between the generations is much more 


51 








Graph. The Reserves of the Peace Movement 


The SPIEGEL Poll regarded as “potential activists" of the peace movement all those 
who stated they were already involved or would "perhaps" or "definitely" partici- 
pate. The graph shows their share of the "stable CDU/CSU supporters" (30 perceit 
of the total population) and of the other FRG citizens, who are broken down by age 
and education. 
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Key: 
1. Stable CDU/CSU supporters 5. Secondary school 
2. Remaining citizens, broken down by 6. Middle school 
3. Education 7. Elementary school 
4. Age 8. Up to 35 
9. 60 and older 


pronounced as compared to the FRG citizens with an elementary- or middle-school 
education. 


In the following, I am referring to the graph "The Reserves of the Peace Movement" 
to illustrate this by a few examples. 


"Youth" alone does not say very much about the attitude toward the peace movement. 
Of the individuals between the ages of 18 and 35, who did not progress past ele- 
mentary school, 11.6 percent are willing actively to participate--hardly any more 
than the percentage of the population as a whole. 
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Nor is "education" alone a decisive factor, for entirely independent of the level 
of education the share of those potentially active among the FRG citizens above the 
age of 60 is between 3 and 4 percent. 


However, if the criteria youth and higher education coincide, there result highly 
disproportionate shares: 40.9 percent of the secondary school graduates under 36 
are prepared actively to participate in the peace movement. 


This finding seems to support the thesis of a conflict between the old and the new 
elite rather than a generational conflict as such. 


To be sure, the peace movement does not have an intellectual leader comparable to 
the student movement's Rudi Dutschke, but this does not invalidate the thesis. The 
present conflict between the old and the new elite cannot readily be interpreted as 
a conflict between individual persons. But it is precisely this that makes it so 
difficult for the established parties to deal with this new movement. 


Our finding can be regarded a first important indication of the fact that there is 
ai interconnection between the above-mentioned postmaterialist revolution and the 

peace movement, or, to put it more succinctly: that the peace movement is part of 

this development. To be sure, we will need more detailed analyses to substantiate 
and deepen this finding; but I think the basic data have been established. 


What stands out here is the same social, age- and education-defined group, and as 
far as the goals of the peace movement are concerned, they are "postmaterialist" 
demands. 


According to the results of the SPIEGEL Poll, the activism potential of the peace 
movement is restricted to 9 percent of the population. However, within the frame- 
work of this subject, the remaining 90 percent likewise merit attention. The 
development of any social movement is determined not only by its activism poten- 
tial, but also by the interrelation of opposition, indifference and passive support 
among the rest of the population. 


Constituting 39 percent, the passive supporters of the peace movement are the 
largest group. 


This number by itself is remarkable; its informative value is increased by the fact 
that without exception the differentiations by age and education are not operative 
here (not even for the decided Union voters). In other words: Disregarding insig- 
nificant random fluctuations of the data, at all educational and age levels an 
equal number of people regard the peace movement as "basically good." 


How does one account for the fact that age and education are important criteria for 
the minority of the potentially active supporters of the peace movement, whereas 
for the larger group of similarly inclined, but presumably passive supporters they 
are practically of no importance? 


The first answer is as banal as it is correct. Who would not be inclined to regard 
as basically good a movement that aims to maintain peace? More highly differenti- 
ated positions presuppose at least detailed information; but 25 percent of all 
respondents and even 40 percent of the elementary school graduates without voca~ 
tional training had not heard of or read about the peace movement prior to the poll. 
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In the long term, the second answer is more significant. It is only in the last 10 
years that forms of "unconventional political behavior" (demonstrations, citizens’ 
initiatives, etc.) have become more widespread——-again much more so among the 
younger FRG citizens who graduated from secondary schools. 


Probably it is not least owing to the rejection of any form of violence (74 percent 
of all respondents) that in most people a basically positive attitude is not trans- 
formed into concrete action. The peaceful course of the Bonn demonstration of 

10 October has possibly increased considerably the activism potential of the peace 
movement. However, as waS demonstrated by the recent clashes in connection with 
the expansion of the Frankfurt Airport, the peacefulness of demonstrations is not 
an overly static factor. 
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POLITICAL GREECE 


PAPANDREOU'S ARAB POLICY ATTACKED 
Athens AKROPOLIS in Greek 19 Nov 81 pp 1, 7 


ffext7 There is increasing evidence indicating that the Papandreou government in 
handling serious issues displays lack of experience and even inexcusable childish- 
ness. This, in the case of poor handling of domestic affairs, is certainly 
deplorable but at least it is "within the family," a Greek problem that at least 
we can correct ourselves. 


Put it is not the same when we deal with questions of foreign policy, questions 
which relate to the country's international relations and international interests. 
There, the errors and unwise actions or even the lack of maturity are paid for 
dearly. If the price were to be paid by the goverment, the matter would have 
little significance. But unfortunately in those cases the damage is paid for by 
the country, by the entire people. 


The above thoughts were prompted by the unwise activities of the Greek minister of 
foreign affairs--the other day in Brussels--on questions discussed by the EEC 
Council of Ministers, and which referred to the relations between the community 
(and its member-states) and the Arab states and African countries. 


More specifically, the Papandreou government accused Mitterand's France of being 
"imperialistic." The Greek government embraced and supported the policies of 
Colonel Qadhafi who acting imperialistically and arbitrarily decided one fine 
morning to invade Chad. This serious incident causes understandable concern in 
every Greek of good faith, regardless of political loyalties. 


Papandreou, who prior to the election advertised to the utmost his good relations 
with France's socialist government in order to influence the Greek voters, and 
his foreign minister should know--and no doubt they do know--the following: 


First: Greece has many important reasons for maintaining excellent relations with 
France. This applies even more today, when we say that we want to have an 
independent foreign policy. Papandreou certainly understands what we mean. More 
specifically, when he happens to be minister of defense as well, he must turn his 
sights to the east [to Turkey/. 


Second: Greece has many serious reasons for maintaining excellent relations with 
all the Arab countries, not only with Libya which, as we all know, is not taken 








seriously by many Arab countries and has even caused their hostility. The excellent 
relations with those countries constitute a tradition in Greek foreign policy 
which under the present international conditions has proven to be valuable. 


The above constitute two of the basic principles of Greek foreign policy, 
principles which no one can push aside without penalty. Papandreou appears to 

be ignorant of this last point; otherwise, ‘t is impossible to explain the errors 
he has committed in the course of the few weeks he has been in power. In fact, 
the present prime minister committed the following mistakes: 


He displeased not only France but almost all the countries of Western Europe where 
Greece belongs ideologically and culturally, without taking into account the 
adverse consequences his behavior might have on our country. All Greeks wish that 
the Greek government, any government, should exercise a proud and independent 
foreign policy, but this does not mean that we have to turn against everybody. 
This is not policy. This is football. 


He became involved, as he should not have, in a dispute between foreign countries 
with which Greece has friendly relations. He did this when he knows that such a 
policy is dangerous and damaging in many ways. We shall not expand on this. 


He tolerated an unacceptable intervention in our internal affairs by a foreign 
government--the government of Libya. The Greek government should have already 
sought the removal of the ridiculous diplomatic representative of Libya following 
his unprecedented and outrageous statements in which (as all Greeks read them) he 
told /us/ what Greece's foreign policy should be! 


/Papandreou/ came out in support of Colonel Qadhafi's policies. It is his personal 
affair to want to have Colonel Qadhafi as his friend. But it is not a personal 
matter of the Greek prime minister to appear to support and to ally himself with 
the leader of a country which: first, when "attilas" invaded Cyprus, gave the 
Turks (and Qadhafi stated so) all the help they asked for, and second, one who 
declares that he is the mentor anc financial supporter of international terrorism... 


It is something else to appear as a friend and ally of someone who is an ally of 
those who continue to occupy 0 percent of “rus. It is also something else to 
break out in paeans of admiration for the "at snian Democracy" that Colonel 
Yadahi has imposed on Libya with his "Green Book," and something else to exercise 
jn a serious and responsible manner Greece's foreign policy, especially when the 
way it is exercised may have 4{mmediate and destructive consequences on our country 
and the life of our people. 


If Papandreou were in the opposition we are certain he would have already called 


for the removal of the foreign minister of a government that would have shown 
such childish lack of wisdom. Let us be more gerious...unless it is not possible... 
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POLITICAL GREECE 


PASOK SEEN IN WIDER PARTISAN CONTEXT 
Athens AKROPOLIS in Greek 20 Nov 81 pl 


/fext7 There is a tendency to interpret as errors or inept actions all the strange, 
incomprehensible and preposterous doings of the PASOK government. In this way 

the notion is accepted that if the government does not make mistakes or inept 

moves anymore all will be fine. But who can agree to such a notion? One must 

be very lenient or incorrigibly optimistic or uninitiated in the mysteries of 

the political way of thinking of the people who govern us today. What is taken 

as "errors" or "inept moves" is the logical consequence of PASOK's political 


philosophy. Therefore, such "errors" cannot be avoided. We should expect then. 


Papandreou, of course, had not revealed with great precision his intentions. But 
neither had he concealed them. He had said and done what indicated them, though 
not very clearly. Unfortunately, a great many people did not want to pay atten- 
t4on or did not understand their significance or did not take them seriously. 
They were ensnared by the noisy demagoguery of promises and they missed the 
essentials. Let us recall, therefore, some things which explain the incompre- 
hensible, strange and preposterous actions of the present government. 


First, Papandreou never presented PASOK as a party having its own ideology, with 
its own objectives, its own profile. He presented it as a section of a wider 

camp composed of other parties as well. He presented it as "the main agent of 
change," the manager of a cause which was of equal concern to KKE, KKE-Interior, 
EDA. He may have differed in tactics and methods from KKE, the other significant 
"agent of change." But PASOK moved in the same track and had the same goals. 
Therefore, it is not strange nor is it a "mistake" of the government that it opened 
the gates wide to the communist movement. We should not be surprised at all if we 
wake up one day to find a regime similar to the one that exists in Yugoslavia, 

in Libya or in Iraq, or in some other peoples' democracy. 


Second, PASOK in the international field structured its relations not with states 
or with countries but with political-ideological movements similar to its own, 
primarily with the movement of Qadhafi and the Baath parties of Syria and Iraq. 

It was, in other words, a section of an international political and ideological 
movement. It continues to act with this same pattern of thinking now that it is 
in the government seat, thus entangling us in intra-Arab disputes and causing 
conflicts with countries with whom we should and could have the best of relations. 





Thus, PASOK's policy presents unexpected developments which are jronic for its 
temporary supporters at the polls. Those that they had noted are not being done, 
namely, its promises. What is being done is what they did not notice--that is, 

all he was saying about the "forces of change" and the "socialist" and "progressive" 
movements in the Mediterranean and its close relations with them. Now, after the 
fact, they find that they missed the most dangerous parts. 
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POLITICAL GREECE 


ND PARTY ELECTION DEFEAT, FUTURE ANALYZED 
Athens EIPKAIRA in Greek No 696, 3-9 Dec 81 pp 15-16 


/text7 We will not agree at all with the picture presented by all of the daily 
press on the developments taking place inside the major opposition party; nor 
with the superficial, malicious and "evil spirited" shouting of the PASOK news- 
papers on the dissolution and breakup of the New Democracy Party; nor with the 
inept, naive and unpersuasive efforts of tha press and official spokesmen of the 
opposition trying either to "cover up" or to turn the crisis into a simple problem 
of personalities and changes in the leadership of the party. 


The crisis that is churning in the ranks of the New Democracy is a deep one and is 
primarily ideological-political in nature--not a crisis of personalities or a 
crisis of leadership. 


We are going to say it plainly, however harsh it may sound, hoping that those who 
still wish to represent the country's bourgeoisie and to guide its affairs will 
listen and understand. The New Democracy Party is today more than ever before an 
jdeological freak, in which a citizen cannot easily find a political home, 

whether he feels that he belongs to the bourgeois left, the center, the center- 
right; regardless of whether he is conservative or radical, rightist, "enlightened 
rightist" or extreme-rightist. | 


To its political incoherence and inconsistency; to its lack of a clear-cut 
ideology and political line; and to its contradictory political acts when it was — 
in power, one must attribute the most important causes for its electoral defeat. 
It remained in the end without followers since it spoke for no one and survived 
as the major opposition party thanks only to the "obligatory" voters secured 
through the polarizing system of reinforced proportional. 


It is no secret that the ND popularity declined even more after the election. 

As long as the ideological confusion continues, regardless of who is leading it, 
the crisis within will deepen while it will turn more and more into a crisis of 
the bourgeoisie, a crisis of bourgeois representation both inside and outside the 


Chamber of Deputies. 


PASOK and its press have every reason to want the ideological confusion which 
undermines and neutralizes ND politically to continue forever. Because in this 
confusion /PASOK's/ omnipotence will go on. PASOK and its newspapers (which today 








control 80 percent of the readership) have every reason to sse that ND contimues to 
suffer with the same ideological confusion which brought about its defeat at the 
polls. For this reason, in order to discourage any ideological clarification, 

any renewal within the area of bourgeois opposition, they castigate in advance and 
ridicule and slander any move, any effort, as a sign of dissolution and panic 

in the bourgeoisie. This explains the spectacle of the bourgeois opposition and 
its friendly press. Hither out of naivete or lack of courage, either out of 
arteriosclerosis or myopic personal interests, they have been influenced by the 
noisy campaign of PASOK so that they see nothing but a problem of leadership: 
Rallis or Averof. They are only afraid of renewal and ideological clarification. 
They seek nothing other than the preservation at any cost, with desperate calls to 
keep the famous party "unity"--meaning to preserve the cohesion of this ideological 
freak. This is exactly what is in the interests of PASOK, 


The "Rallis or Averof" dilemma reflects up to a point the quality of criticism 
inside ND after the election. In other words, the critics sought the causes for 
the electoral defeat more in the extent of left or right leanings within the 
party rather than on its ideological or political clarity. Some argue that the 
opening to the extreme right and the sudden abandonment of the mild style cost 
ND the center votes which ND had won over in the 1977 election. Others argue 

by contrast, that the defeat would have been even greater with the opening /to 
the right/ and that if ND had shown earlier its dynamic face the defeat wo 

have been averted. 


The dilemma of Rallis or Averof had been raised Ts years before the election when 
ND was seeking a new leader following the election of K. Karamanlis to the 
presidency. is was/ at the time G. Rallis was selected the leader of ND with 
two votes more than E. Averof. At that time the (then) opposition PASOK newspapers 
launched with the same fury a campaign of rumors about the impending dissolution | 
and breakup of ND. That is exactly what it is doing today, with the result that 
the ND leadership, fearing a split, saw nothing else but the necessity for unity 

and cohesion. Then, we believe, they committed the fatal error for our political 

developmerit. To the Rallis or Averof dilemma--which led straight to the ideological 
monstrosity (for the sake of a unity which helped only its opponents )=-the ND 

leadership should have found the only solution called for by the times: both 

Rallis and Averof, in other words--a split of the ND into two fparties/. 





Only EPIKAIRA had the courage and maturity at that time to point out openly the 
need for breaking up ND. It presented assessments and predictions which came 
out to the letter in the following developments. 


EPIKAIRA warned the leadership of the ND that it would be a dangerous political 
adventurism to have a single bourgeois party solitarily confront the Socialist- 
Marxist PASOK. They called for the creation of two parties from the ND ranks in 
order to overcome the destructive effects that came from the extinction of the 
center and the extermination of any other political bourgeois trend. EPIKAIRA 
at that time called for elections, with the simple proportional electoral system. 
BPIKAIRA described precisely all the consequences and effects on the bourgeoisie 
by having a single bourgeois party with a confused ideology (and therefore) with 
contradictory political actions; that in the end, ND without a political identity 








would remain without followers and would seek in the election only the "obligatory" 
voters of the polarizing electoral system; that neither conservatives nor centrists 
would be able to find in ND a political home. This was proved exactly by the 
deve.opments that followed. 


If E. Averof had had more political courage and had not been frightened of the 
taboos and labels of unity and breakup (and also if he had had less confidence 

in the effectiveness of reinforced proportional) and he had moved forward with 
courage to split the ND we believe that he would have contributed a great service 
to the regime. Because we would then have had two bourgeois parties with ideologi- 
cal clarity, and the bourgeoisie, regardless of views, would have a political 

home. 


We cannot see in what way things would have been different if Averof had been 
selected instead of Rallis to the ND leadership, nor if today Averof succeeds 
Rallis. Things will be even worse if someone else appears seeking leadership. 
By leaning more to the right or more to the center ND will remain a party unable 
to provide a political home; a party whichespecially today would not serve its 


purpose. 


We cannot imagine--we beg the pardon of those who tremble lest the famous label 
of cohesion and unity falls down, a label nobody believes anymore--in what way 
the bourgeoisie would be better served by having in the Chamber of Deputies one 
large bourgeois party with 113 deputies--but without clear-cut ideological 
orientations, instead of two parties, each able to exercise criticism without 
difficulty or obstacles. 


Indeed we cannot imagine how the ND "pro-unity" members think of conducting their 
opposition and how they expect to regain the trust of the voters they lost and the 
voters who voted by necessity for ND. The bourgeoisie, if it cannot find in the 
Chamber of Deputies an expression of its ideological convictions, it feels that it 
does not have--and indeed it does not have--a political home. Then whatever the 
opposition may say, whatever it may denounce, it gets nowhere; it does not trans- 
late them into political power. 


Thus, if ND, whether with a right or center leaning, whether with Rallis or with 
Averof, continues to have its present confused form, PASOK has nothing to fear 
nor for one but forten )-year terms, not for one but for a thousand errors. The 
only beneficiaries those dissatisfied PASOK voters will be the two communist 
parties. The dissatisfied bourgeois voters who voted for PASOK out of reaction 
and indignation will stay on the sidelines hoping to be again saved by PASOK, 


The ND leaders must accept this reality and the sooner the better, for them and 
for the country. ND will never again rise to the impressive, decisive and 
unquestionable force it was in 1974 and 1977. The first time, it was because of 
the national events and the personality of its founder. In 1977 it was able to 
keep the power and monolithic unity because the bulldozer the then ND leader 
Karamanlis needed moved without hesitation, tore down and leveled everything that 
remained in place inside the bourgeois area so that only one party was left--an 
ideological conglameration, all-powerful then, but vulnerable to the storms that 
were to follow. 
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Now the edifice of ND is shot through with holes after a stupid battle which took 
place at a time and with the weapons chosen by the opponent (and ND did not even 
realize it). We are convinced that even those who are still obsessed with the 
fear of a supposed breakup will realize sooner or later that neither the artificial 
cohesion nor even the preservation of the party label has any significance. What 
is important is the safety of tne regime. And for its salvation there is only 

one solution: the split of the New Democracy into two political parties with 
clear-cut ideologies. 
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POLITICAL ICELAND 


FOREIGN MINISTER ATTACKS DEMAND FOR "NEUTRALITY ' 
Reykjavik MORGUNBLADID in Icelandic 14 Nov 81 p 7 
[Commentary by Staksteinar] 

[Text] Neutrality Is Never Honored 


"Tt ig neither right nor appropriate that Iceland be neutral," 
said the foreign minister in the Althing the night before last. 
"We know that neutrality has never been honored if an aggressor 
feels the need to violate it. This experience can be learned by 
what nations have gone through. The running aground of the Soviet 
submarine in a restricted area in the Swedish archipelago shows 
again and again that neutrality does not guarantee any defense." 


Relations With Other Nations 


Foreign Minister Olafur Johannesson gave a mer orable speech during a debate on for- 
eign affairs in the Althing the night before last. He warned against the isolation- 
ist views that were noticeable in the speech of some of the parliament members who 
wanted to isolate us from the rest of the world by some kind of "China Wall." Rela- 
tions with the outside world are necessarily in cultural, commercial and other 
fields. Talks and the introduction of different viewpoints between nations are the 
prerequisite for disputes to be solved peacefully. To criticize visits made by 
Icelanders to other countries is therefore both wrong and dangerous. But we must 
associate with others as a free citizen in the society of nations. 


"Je must not blindly follow any natic.," said the foreign minister, "and I consider 
it neither right nor appropriate that Iceland be neutral. Neutrality has never 
been honored by an aggressor when he feels like violating it. If there is conflict 
between superpowers, we will not be left alone. Therefore as a precaution we must 
maintain our defenses. Membership in the NATO Alliance is a part of our foreign 
policy--as well as ensuring our defense security by an agreement with the United 
States. At the same time, however, we want to promote bilateral disarmament or 
bilateral arms control. The superpowers must sit down and negotiate. Anything 
else is unrealistic; the arsenals of the world are in their hands to a great 
extent. Unilateral disarmament is not to be discussed; that isplain surrending! 

We are members of a defense alliance," said the foreign minister, "and we want to 
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and we must satisty the obligations we have accepted. "In this respect, I am in 
disagreement with the Minister of Social Affairs (Svavar Gestsson), who is of the 
opinion that membership does not create security but danger." 


"Tt Is of no Consequence in This Case" 


Since the founding of the NATO Alliance, no wars have raged in Europe, with the 
exception of armed conflict in East Europe (East Germany, Hungary, Czechoslovakia) ," 
said the foreign minister, and then referred to various exchanges of words during 
this debate of foreign affairs. 


"In the government agreement," said the foreign minister, "there is no one word that 
the administration's unanimous agreement is needed for any major projects at the 
Keflavik Air Base. It was in an older government agreement, however. At this time 
Olafur G. Einarsson (IP) interrupts and asks: "What about the veto power?"' The 
foreign minister answered: "It is of no consequence in this case." It is note- 
worthy that the minister does not deny the existence of the People's Alliance veto 
power within the administration, but says that it has nothing to do with this parti- 
cular issue. 


The foreign minister said that the document that Olafur Ragnar Grimsson (PA) had 
discussed at length (2 hours and 15 minutes!) be of a nature that was accessible 
to everybody, but the MP deserves thanks for translating it! "TI do not agree that 
Grimsson burnt his fingers, as one MP phrased it." 


The Bomb He Planned To Drop Simply Did not Go Off 


"The parliamentary speeches made by Gudrun Helgadottir (PA) demonstrate that she 
has poetic talent," said the foreign minister. 


Some things she says in her speeches are fair fiction material, such as her con- 
tention that she controls foreign affairs by stepping on my toes. Some is worse 
fiction, such as her speech at an outdoor meeting at Laekjartorg this summer, when 
she said that the representatives of the People's Alliance in the Foreign Affairs 
Committee had to literally force information out of me. This is incorrect. I 

have made a point of making all information available to the committee. (Here Olafur 
Ragnar Grimsson interrupted: "T can second that. The minister is right!) 


It aroused attention during this whole debate that the parliamentary members of the 
democratic parties, in the government and in the opposition, turned back to back on 
the policy that Iceland remain in the NATO Alliance and ensure its defense security 
with a joint effort of democratic states. On the other hand, we were obligated to 
promote bilateral disarmament or arms limitations of both the factions formed by 
nations that on the one side form the NATO Alliance and on the other the Warsaw 
Pact. Unilateral disarmament, on the other hand, is a surrender that would tend 

to promote war rather than peace in the world. 
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POLITICAL ICELAND 


PROGRESS PARTY MP'S ISSUE CALL FOR 'PEACEFUL' NORTH ATLANTIC 
Reykjavik MORGUNBLADID in Icelandic 27 Nov 81 p 53 


[Article: "Progress Party MPs: Convention on Declaring the North Atlantic 
"Peaceful'"] 


[Text] Gudmundur G. Thorarinsson and eight other MPs 

of the Progressive Party made the following proposal for 
a parliamentary resolution about an international conven- 
tion for disarmament in the North Atlantic. 


The Althing resolves to recommend to the government that it take the initiative to 
hold an international convention for disarmament in the North Atlantic here in 
Iceland. 


The purpose of the convention would be to introduce the Icelanders’ viewpoint on 
dangerous nuclear armament that is currently taking place in the ocean around 
Iceland and their position that they feel the existence of their nation threatened 
by the policy toward these matters. 

At the convention the Icelanders’ views would be airedthat they in no way can toler- 
ate the nuclear powers' attempt to secure their own interests by increasing the 
number of nulcear submarines in the ocean around Iceland. 

Representatives of nations possessing nuclear weapons, of states bordering the 

North Atlantic, and of the World Peace Council would be invited to participate in 
the convention. 


In the resolution it states, among other things: 


The proponents of the proposal feel the aim of the convention would be to open the 
debate on making the North Atlantic "peaceful" in stages. The stages could be: 


1) Immediate halt in the increase of nuclear weapons in the North Atlantic. 
2) Nuclear armament in the North Atlantic would be reduced in designated stages. 


2) The North Atlantic would be declared nuclear-free zone. 
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4) An international institution should monitor submarines and other means of trans- 
portation that might carry nuclear weapons. A surveillance station could be lo- 
cated in Iceland and the Icelanders could monitor it to a considerable extent, as 
they have the most to lose. 


The cost of the surveillance would be paid by an international institution and con- 
clusions arrived at by surveillance stations would be regularly reported to an inter- 
national institution that will grant anybody, who so requires, information regard- 
ing the surveillance. 
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POLITICAL ICELAND 


SDP ORGAN REPORTS MP'S CLAIM SOVIET SUB VIOLATED LIMITS 
Reykjavik MORGUNBLADID in Icelandic 26 Nov 81 p 2 


[Article: "Eidur Gudnason and the ALTHYDUBLADID report: Soviet Subs Constantly 
Around Iceland"] 


[Text] The LATHYDUBLADID reports yesterday that Eidur Gudnason, MP, 
stated at a meeting at the University Students’ Center Monday night 
that "he had sources supporting the fact that two Soviet submarines 
equipped with nuclear weapons were located off Austfirdir--not far 
off the coast--during the whole year." 


The ALTHYDUBLADID reports that "no public party" had previously "published any infor- 
mation about Soviet submarines equipped with nuclear weapons being constantly, all 
year, in combat readiness off Iceland." The LATHYDUBLADID thinks there are mostly 
two types of submarines involved: A Soviet nuclear-power submarine of the "Charlie" 
type or a Soviet submarine of the "Echo" type. The paper says that both types 

are equipped with cruise missiles and usually with warheads. Both types are at- 
tack submarines "that hardly are suitable for regular spy activities" as the 
ALTHYDUBLADID reports it. 


According to the information obtained by the MORGUNBLADID, the:news report from 

the ALTHYDUBLADID is newsworthy, if it can be understood that there is an avail- 
able confirmation that the Soviets have deployed submarines constantly in the vicin- 
ity of Iceland with the country itself as target. It has been long known that two 
Soviet submarines and even more are constantly cruising in the ocean around Ice- 
land and then generally to and from the Soviet's great arsenal at the Kola Penin- 
sular around Murmansk, east of Norway. 


As was reported in MORGUNBLADID the 6th of this month, the activities of Soviet 
nuclear powered submarines in the area around Iceland has increased by about 120 
percent since 1976, but if the submarines that are not nuclear powered are included, 
their activit:es have increased by 63 percent during the last 5 years. 
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POLITICAL NETHE RLANDS 


INTERCHURCH PEACE COUNCIL'S POSITION AFTER MASS DEMONSTRATION 
Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 9 Dec 81 p 3 


[Article by Hubert Smeets: "Self-conscious IKV Keeps Distance from Official Poli- 
tics" | 


[Text | Amsterdam, 9 December -- The self-confidence of the Interchurch Peace Coun- 
cil | IKV | is growing. The demonstration against new nuclear arms in Europe, nearly 
3 weeks ago, undoubtedly contributed to this. For the first time in the 15 year 
existence of the IKV, the question of political power has become real. 


"The IKV has become a serious discussion partner in politics, as the union movement 
is too," said IKV Secretary Mient Jan Faber. "It is the task of the peace movement 
to transform the scepticism of the people toward politicians into political capi- 
tal," he said self-consciously. 


Since the success of the demonstration, in which 400,000 people participated, the 
IKV has taken up a position even closer to politics than it did in the past. Faber: 
"We have to ask ourselves whether in the future we should still demonstrate toge- 
ther with political parties. Because such an action sets you up in terms of poli- 
tics, as a decisive element in decision making." 


Constructive 


To keep one's distance is also Faber's motto with regard to the negotiations be- 
tween the United States and the Soviet Union on the limitation of nuclear arms in 
Burope, which officially started in Geneva on 30 November. The IKV is not planning 
to key its strategy to the "military mathematicians" gathered around the table in 
Switzerland. 


"As soon aS we allow ourselves to be dragged into that, we are finished," said 
Faber. "Because then we would be in the pattern which, it has certainly been pro- 
ven by now, does not stop the arms race." Hence, at an international meeting of 
European peace groups last weekend in Brussels, the IKV secretary proposed that 
mutual political cooperation be their primary object. This should lead to a Euro- 
pean disarmament conference in which the two superpowers would not predomin ite. 


Gied ten Berge, staff member of the IKV, commented: "We have to intersect the 
Geneva negotiations in a constructive manner. We cannot afford to have o1° politi- 
cal demands stolen away from us by the two superpowers who are only inter: sted in 
reaffirming the status quo in Europe." 





Optimistically, the members of the IKV point to the international character of the 
peace movement: @ mass protest by farmers in Sicily against the planned deployment 
of cruise missiles on that island, the plans of the new Greek Prime Minister 
Papandreou to turn the Balkans into a nuclear arms free zone, the dissident noises 
of the Evangelical church in the GDR, which took a stand against Russian SS-20 mis- 
siles, and the rapid growth of the peace movement in the Federal Republic of 
Germany. 


Faber noted that when the IKV, in 1977, with their campaign "Nuclear Arms Out of 
the World -- beginning with the Netherlands," for the first time challenged the 
political parties to take a clear stand, we incurred the reproach that we would 
thus saddle the West Germans with extra nuciear tasks. "But this no longer holds 
true because, due to intensive bilateral contacts with the churches and the peace 
movement, resistance against nuclear armament has also come to life there." 


At the same time, Faber noted the limitations on the value of international meet- 
ings which only express the feeling of euphoria caused by all those mass demonstra- 
tions in Europe. "The peace movement should not become a traveling circus." 


The success of the demonstration has caused a good bit of stir, especially within 
the PvdA [Labor Party|. “It is the task of the PvdA to carry out a consistent and 
radical peace policy. The demonstration of 21 November is a major credit to the 
IKV, not to the political parties." "We should be humble,” PvdA President Max van 
den Berg admitted the next day. He immediately added that it had also given him 
the courage no longer to conclude any compromises on the issue of peace and secu- 
rity policy. Van den Berg: “There is criticism of the PvdA. We are saying a firm 
no right now to new nuclear arms, but many people are afraid that when it comes 
down to it we will once again give in." 


His colleague, Director Van Traa, does not see any advantage in humility toward the 
peace movement. "The people are moving to the left because of a lack of results," 
he admitted, "but we have to avoid having the PvdA become the bogeyman." 


Van den Berg did not want to be responsible for the tough conclusions which he drew. 
"You cannot predict a eabinet crisis every week. Even in the European context you 
cannot always continue to say no; you do have to come across once in 4 while," 
said Van Traa. 


Cied ten Berge believes that the PvdA is "grossly overestimating" itself when it 
says that only with social democrats in the government is there a guarantee that 
no new nuclear arms will be deployed in the Netherlands. "The PvdA sees us as 
burglers, because there is a great deal of enthusiasm at the lower level," he said. 
"According to numerous members of the PvdA, something has changed within the parv." 


"There is reason to be afraid of a factional struggle around the theme of nuclear 
armament," agreed Van Traa. "We, as party leaders, must take care that the ordimry 
party members do not really prefer the position of other parties. But neither 
should we present the PvdA too strongly nor stir expectations up too high. Because 
this is not our administration," said Van Traa. 
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According to Van Traa, the whistle concert which greeted parliamentary party Presi- 
Zent Wim Meyer when he addressed the people at the Museum plaza, illustrates the 
lack of understanding for the position advanced by his party. Faber, commenting on 
that incident: "There is indeed a gap between politics and the people, which has 
not been closed. If the aim of the demonstration was to creep closer to politics, 
then it did not succeed. That is a lesson for the PvdA." But this does not mean 
that he wants to let go of this party. The IKV continues to lobby in the corridors. 


Bend or Break 


A few years ago, the Joint Council Stop the Neutron Bomb was still monopolizing the 
peace movement. In 1978 it gathered more than 1 million signatures and organized 
a, for that time, relatively mass demonstration, in which more than 50,000 people 
participated. Now the Stop the Neutron Bomb had to watch enviously while the IKV 
captured the honor. "This has generated much bad feeling," said Secretary Nico 
schouten. 


Stop the Neutron Bomb, a committee of individuals in which, especially in the begir 
ning, many members of the CPN (Communist Party of the Netherlands | were active, is 
much more optimistic than the IKV about the chances for the peace movement. "The 
demonstration has created a political fact, behind which the administration can 
hide itself, " according to Schouten. "You should not get a fixation on that NATO 
double decision of December 1979. If a rock hard no from the cabinet is impossible, 
then you should look for compromises," he said. "A bend or break policy leads to 
distrust." 


In this way, the Stop the Neutron Bomb distinguishes itseld from the IXV. Faber 
calls that "nibbling at political demands undemocratic." "First you mobilize the 
masses on the basis of a common denominator, and then a small group runs off with 
st. It makes me itch all over," was the criticism of the IKV member. 


Future 


Schouten's optimism also spreads as far as possible unilateral stepstaken by the 
Warsaw Pact. He has the feeling that the contacts his committee maintains with the 
official peace councils in Eastern Europe are beginning to bear fruit. In contrast 
to the IKV, the Stop the Neutron Bomb expects some benefit from those peace groups 
which operate within the existing socialist system. "The peace councils command a 
social base, that is the political reality in Eastern’ Europe," according to Schoten. 
‘Implicitly, we have always stressed the nec-ssary bilateral nature of disarmament," 
added committee member Hans van der Velde. 


Faber commenting on demonstrations in Eastern Eurc,e: "To people in the GDR we al- 
ways say: it does not do us any good if you applaud our protest against the neu- 
tron bomb. The peace movement in Europe must be coupled to the struggle of the 
Jissidents. People should not get involved solely for the benefit of detente be- 
tween East and West." 


Faber criticized the tendency of some people in the peace movement to see Reagan's 

2 zero option as a success. He is afraid of being roped in then. "I like 
the idea that our opponents now seem so afraid of us. But sometimes I think: why 
actually? The peace movement does indeed have enormous potential. The other side 
is ossifying. But in terms of political content our power is still very small," 


said Faber. And, he added, prophetically: "The peace movement holds the future, 
but whether we will achieve it is the juestion." 
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POLITICAL SPAIN 


PROBABLE EFFECTS OF CARRILLO'S PURGES IN PCE ANALYZED 
Madrid LA CALLE in Spanish 17-23 Nov 81 pp 14-16 
[Article by Cesar Alonso de los Rios: "PCE; The Purge Continues" ] 


[Text] Who would be likely to vote in the coming elections for a PCE [Spanish 
Communist Party] slate made up of specific men, of professionals with first and 
last names, when the voter might fear that various differences within the party 
would soon cause its leadership to get rid of them? What have the Madrid voters 
of the Left and Right done to make the PCE crisis move into society? Everyone 
would be prepared to understand the removal of some town councillors and provin- 
cial deputies if the disagreements had been more serious and deeper than over 
having signed the convocation of a political function like the one for Lertxundi 
and Onaindia. 


The crisis in the PCE is not only spreading to the whole organization, but is 
sinking deeper into the organs of party leadership themselves. It is easy to 
imagine how difficult it is for Carrillo's team and men such as Nicolas Sartorius, 
Marcelino Camacho, Jordi Sole Tura and the almost 30 members of the Central Com- 
mittee who were opposed to the expulsion of their comrades to co-exist, both on 
the Executive Board and on the Central Committee, It is easy to assume that 
these differences will become more serious as disciplinary brutality continues 
its purges here or there. It will be essential for us to report to our readers 
in coming issues what is happening in the deep and widespread crisis being ex- 
perienced by the Communist Party today. 


The arguments used by the leadership of the PCE--Carrillo, Pinedo, Sanchez 
Montero--to justify their chain of expulsions and dismissals are as disquieting 
as the disciplinary measures. Carrillo must not know what country this is and 


what times he is living in when he says: "at one time I had to choose between my 
party and my father, and I chose my party, Now I have to choose between my party 
and my friends, and I choose my party." Does he mean by that that those who have 


opposed the expulsions prefer their friends, and therefore are abandoning all 
political considerations? This is not the first regrettable phrase which Carrillo 
has used to do a bad turn to himself, and also to his party. We recall that 
famous Congress plenum where, when responding to Fraga, he even said that if 

there were to be a civil war now, possibly the winners would be different, No 

one asked for a public retraction from Carrillo, nor did he make one. However, he 
is asking for a public retraction from his comrades who are members of the Central 





Committee. The points which they offered as self-criticism for having convened 
the function for Lertxundi and Onaindia in Madrid reached the limits of political 
good will. One step further would have been an indignity. But it appears that 
Carrillo wants to be surrounded by unworthy leaders. Even those who have not 
opposed the expulsion now will be unable to follow him in the course which he has 
begun, which as we said in the previous issue is the homestretch...for Carrillo 
and possibly for the PCE, if the party does not choose between Carrillo and the 
party itself. 


This is not a "fantasy." This was the phrase pronounced by an old militant a few 
days ago. He said; “If Carrillo chose between his father and the party, and now 
chooses the party over his friends, it is now time for the party to choose between 
itself and Santiago Carrillo." 


I am writing this in the conviction that now there is no turning back; that a 
series of leaders are treating the party as if it were their private property. 

Not one single phrase in recognition of the militancy--sometimes heroic--of many 
of the péople who were expelled. On the contrary, the comments which have accom- 
panied the expulsion of the council members and directors of the Central Committee 
have been derogatory. They are called unfit to be communists, and they are 
scorned as professionals. 


But what lies behind this madness which seems to have taken possession of a part 
of the leadership of the Communist Party, the faithful followers of Santiago 
Carrillo? 


It is the obsolescence of a policy which has been so embodied in the person of 
Carrillo himself, that now, when it is put in question, he responds by expelling 
those who criticize it. It is the case of a personality which could no longer 
endure not only his political failure resulting from the end of the consensus but 
even a minimal sharing of the leadership in facing the political crisis of the PCE. 
It is the reaction of a leader who has lost his political effectiveness in society, 
and his charisma within the party itself, 


Carrillo has placed himself in the center of the debate, because he knew that in- 
directly he was being put in the center of the party debate. He knew that a 
massive reaction to the lack of policy in the PCE could reach all the way to him. 
He knew that the reorganization would end in devouring him one day. 


So he has started on a new tack, He has opted for "another" party. In the last 
Central Committee, in which the expulsions took place, he said clearly: 
"Synthesis is not possible." "Integration is not possible." 


We might say that the lack of discipline on the part of the six members of the 
Central Committee and the five council members and provincial deputies was 
advantageous for Santiago Carrillo, The disproportion between the faults commit- 
ted and the punishments, which everyone noticed, can not be explained in any 
other way. 


The repeated threats of resignation--first in the Executive Committee prior to 
the Central, and in the Executive Board meeting which took place last week during 


72 





a recess of the meetings of the Central--although denied by him to Spanish National 
Radio and other media, could only mean that an in-depth cleaning out of all those 
who in their criticisms implicitly cast aspersions on his person, his methods and 
his policies was being carried to its ultimate conclusion. 


For almost a year, the reorganizers and critics of the Communist Party leadership 
have done nothing but repeat that Carrillo was indispensable for the reorganization 
of the PCE. But they did not have the courage or did not think it politically 
opportune to recognize that any reorganization with Santiago Carrillo was impos- 
sible. What they did want to imply was that Carrillo's power within the party 
apparatus was such that nothing could be done without his consent. The ambiguity 
in these statements made thousands of militants think that Carrillo was honestly 

in favor of reorganization. Thus many were surprised when they encountered the 
current © urge. 


The expulsions of Claudin and Semprun took place in complete secrecy, amid strong 
opposition to Francoism. The effects they generated were limited by party condi- 
tions. On the other hand, the supreme argument of the struggle against Francoism 
weighed heavily for the militants who took the action. Finally, the Communist Party 
which underwent those expulsions was still a party of a traditional type. Purges 
for reasons of political disagreement were carried out by the majority. They 

were according to tradition. 


The chain of dismissals and expulsions which we are witnessing now in the PCE are 
taking place in completely normal conditions, in a parliamentary party, in a dif- 
ferent society and in a party which has presented itself as being "of a new type.” 
If Eurocommunism foreshadowed anything in respect to a future society, it was the 
possibility of integration, of constant debate, of integration of currents within 
the party itself. Thus the image which had been slowly built up in recent years 
is being demolished. An image, and also a reality, The purge which we are witnes- 
sing today just proves that the other party was already partly a reality. The 
curious thing is that the very section of the party which most embodied the des- 
cription of the new communist identity was the one that was sacrificed. 

Azcarate, Pilar Brabo, Alonso Zaldivar, Julio Segura, Jaime Sartorius, Pilar 
Arroyo--expelled from the Central Committee--and Mangada, Larroque, Almeida, 
Vilallonga, Palacin, were regarded by society as the new face of the party. 


In view of this purge, we can only ask ourselves whether the operation to inte- 
grate professionals and intellectuals was simply a great play for prestige by 

the historic leadership of the PCE,or really a coherent plan. In any case, 
either the leadership was stupidly opportunistic, since conflict was bound to 
break out, or it was politically oblivious to the party which it was constructing. 


On previous occasions, throughout an interminable series of departures, which 
were voluntary or provoked, or both at once (see Mohedano, Tamames, Borasteros, 
Trinidad, Triana...and the thousands of professional militants, a large number of 
whom attended the ceremony for Lertxundi and Onaindia) the obsolescence of some of 
the party's methods was being revealed: its inability to grasp the new realities 
of Spain, especially more complex ones that of the professionals. 








Some within the leadership of the PCE, particularly Santiago Carrillo, nave been 
giving successive explanations for this phenomenon, On one hand, this massive 
defection has been attributed to the disappointment created by the PCE's poor re- 
sults in the elections. On the other hand, this continual loss of members has been 
minimized as a logical flight, given the "petit-bourgeois positions" of those tak- 
ing part. Those who made this contention did not take into account that they were 
doing a bad turn to the party itself, which according to the Eurocommunist plan 
should have gathered together the forces of both labor and culture to the greatest 
extent possible. On the other hand, they wanted to disregard the sacrifices, the 
years of militancy of thousands of communists who have made this party "within its 
being.” 


The disparagement of the petit-bourgeois, of the "solden tongues," has been reduc- 
ing the party's comprehension 7nd its scope. Howeve* this position has not been 
shared by worker leaders, as the case of Marcel..o Camacho or Lopez Bulla, of 
directors of Workers Commissions like Nicolas Sartorius. The testimony of 
Marcelino Camacho would be sufficient to discredit certain leaders who cover up 
their sluggishness with a ridiculous exaltation of the workers. 


The resignation of Marcelino Camacho from the Executive Board has been announced. 
There are unconfirmed rumors that Carlos Paris has left the Central Committee. The 
perjorative allusions, the direct attacks from Santiago Carrillo, from Simon 
Sanchez Montero and Pinedo or some of their comrades among the leadership fore- 
shadow a continuation of the conflict on the highest levels, Without any doubt, 
the disciplinary measures which have been taken in Valladolid, Salamanca, Getafe, 
and those which are going to be taken in many loca’ or provincial groups will 
deepen these differences even more. 


In view of all this, it would be well to ask ourselves if the gection of the party 
which supported the rigid application of the statutes had foreseen all this process, 
or whether they felt surprised, because they simply did not know the party which 
they held in their hands, 


Comments like those of Simon Sanchez Montero ("the reorganizers want to liquidate 
the party,") convictions like that of Santiago Carrillo ("the reorganizers do 
not believe communist parties are valid instruments") make one suppose that they 
yiewed the current crisis of the PCE as something unavoidable. There is reason to 
think that the section of the leadership represented by Carrillo had intuitively 
felt in the undercurrents prior to the last Congress a force for renewal which 
would eventually condemn some of the party's practices that they were responsible 
for, thus imperiling them. In the confrontations which have been going on in 
recent months, Carrillo has demanded total loyalty in the face of what he con- 
sidered to be the common enemy: the pro-Soviets., The response of the Eurocom- 
munist militants has always been conditional, because with this approach Carrillo 
wanted to suffocate attempts to reorganize the party and to make possible a 
cohesively Eurocommunist Communist Party. 


Although the statements of the men who are most critical of the leadership have 
always refrained from attacking the figure of Carrillo, he has intuitively felt 


~— 


that his position as secretary general could gradually be threatened, 
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The recent meetings of the leadership with militants representing the so-called 
forces of cultur: always ended in real failure, in collective frustration. They 
made ore assumption: that the leadership was incapable of working with the pro- 
fessionals and intellectuals. This had come to create a real complex among the 
historic leadership. The meetings of party cadres with Santiago Carrillo in 
Madrid, one of them after the coup, made clear the deep uneasiness which existed 
inside the PCE, in dealing with which the argument of authority no longer 

valid. Carrillo's ability to use his charisma to surmount problems no longer 
existed. 


It is evident that Carrillo was at the heart of the problem. The failure of the 
consensus policy--which runs from the beginning of the transition until they stop 
inviting him to the Moncloa--makes it plain that behind that policy of circun- 
stances--justified in any event in a party with high percentages of the votes-- 
there was no in-depth strategy, at a time when the consolidation of a party which 
was being convulsed internally by the Eurocommunist reorganization, the loss of the 
old marks of identity, and on the outside by the economic and social crisis had 
been suicidally neglected. 


In his remarks to the Central Committee, the philosopher Carlos Paris made an 
allusion to Estrabon: when the Spaniards have no foreign enemy they invent one 
within. A party with no policy or clear objectives has turned against itself. 

It has begun to expel people. Carrillo has chosen discipline instead of policy. 

It guarantees him his permanence, even though the party--which he always chooses-- 
runs the risk of crumbling away. 
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POLITICAL 


ULMAN CONDEMNS PAPANDREOU'S NATO SCHEMING 
Istanbul DUNYA in Turkish 11 Dec 81 p 3 
[Editorial by Haluk Ulman: "When 111-Disposed To Getting Along] 


[Text] Surely Greek Prime Minister Papandreou's recent behavior at Brussels has to 
be a prime example of the maxim that forty wise men cannot undo the damage of one 
madman. 


It is because of this behavior that for the first time in NATO history, the Defense 
Ministers Council was forced to adjourn without issuing a joint communique. 


Looking at the circumstances, the dissension that Papandreou is creating in NATO 
stems from his demands regarding Turkey. During the meeting, Papandreou, who par- 
ticipated as Defense Minister--a post he has assumed simultaneously--said that he 
did not view the plan that provided for Greece's return to NATO's military wing 
about a year ago--that is, the Rogers Plan dealing with command and control in the 
Aegean--as compatible with Greece's political and military interests. He further 
said that he could not abide by parts of this plan that contravened Greek security. 
Consequently, he watned a guarantee be given Greece vis-a-vis Turkey and that this 
guarantee be set down in the joint communique. 


According to news from Brussels, the other Defense Ministers--let alone the Turkish 
Defense Minister--opposed this, saying that such a thing would be tantamount to the 
other alliance members concuring that Turkey wants to attack Greece. They made it 
clear that NATO's purpose is to defend against a common outside threat, not to defend 
inmember countries against one another. However, given Papandreou's insistence, a com- 
promise was sought. It was proposed that an article be added to the communique to 
the effect that member countries must resolve their disagreements peacefully. Turkey 
readily endorsed this but Papandreou announced that he could not sign. He refused 
saying, "I must have a guarantee regarding Turkey." At this point the Defense 
Ministers were forced to adjourn without issuing a joint communique. 


It is being reported that Papandreou will now bring this demand before the Foreign 
Ministers Council expected to convene in due course. It is evident that he will 
not be able to get what he wants there either. 


Observors in Brussels are convinced that Papandreou is mounting this intransigence 
for the sake of domestic politics. The Greek Prime Minister believes that the 
tougher he is toward Turkey, the greater his standing will be in public opinion at 
home. In fact, he trumpeted that the adjournment of the NATO Defense Ministers 


76 





without a joint communique was "Greece's great achievement." While it is hard to 
understand how this development, which is isolating Athens from all other NATO 
members, is an achievement, there is no doubt at all that it is a disaster for 
NATO, which is striving to provide common defense for the West and must, therefore, 
be a unified whole. It is now clearly obvious that as long as Papandreou's ears 
are not boxed this disaster will perpetuate iteself. 


Actually, Papandreou's NATO attitude is not because of Turkey. The new Greek Prime 
Minister is, in fact, ill-disposed to getting along with NATO. The real problem 
lies here. As long as he can use NATO, he will try to exploit it for his own ends. 
As a result, he will not only assert that this organization cannot protect him 
against Turkey but demand that US bases in Greece be closed and NATO nuclear weapons 
be removed. He will also make it known that he opposes Spain's admission “nto NATO; 
in other words, he will strive to fully and categorically take from Spain its recom~ 
pense for being part of the West. He thinks he will be successful because the West 
up to now has been forbearing and tolerated everything Greece has done. 


But it appears that Papandreou's calculations will not pr’ out this time. It is 
true that Turkey's compulsory suspension of democracy carries with it the danger of 
facing difficult circumstances in western Europe. However, the moderate attitude 
adopted by the new administration, its statement that it is prepared to resolve all 
disputes through negotiation, in this connection its ensuring Athens’ return to NATO 
military wing by agreeing to the Rogers formula, and its declaration that it will be 
able to seek a Cyprus settlement in line with the Waldheim proposals all clearly 
reveal that in foreign affairs this administration--irrespective of domestic condi- 
tions--avoids behavior that would disrupt Western solidarity. Western countries with 
a compromise-oriented political culture certainly will feel compelled to support 4 
conciliatory Turkey over an obdurate Greece. What's more, Turkey's place in the 
western defense establishment appears to have gained full-fledged importance of late. 
Capitulation of Papandreou's whims and extortion, thereby abandoning Turkey defense- 
less, is, in any case; something that cannot be entertained lightly by anyone. 
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MILITARY GREECE 


BRIEFS 


SOLDIZRS AT POLYTECHNIC SCHOOL MARCH--Deputy Defense Minister Andonis Drosogiannis 
said to the press that the ministry ordered an investigation into the participation 
of soldiers in last Sunday's march organized to observe the Polytechnic School 
anniversary. As is known, soldiers in uniform and wearing masks to avoid recogni- 
tion, participated in the march from the Polytechnic School to Ambelokipoi. The 
soldiers were holding a banner asking for a 12-month military service and for the 
right to unionize. “ertain newspapers published relevant pictures and characterized 
the appearance of the six soldiers "as daring and reflecting the multifaceted 
oppression of the serving democratic children of our people by the state of the 
Right for tens of years." The ministry also ordered an investigation into the 
matter of messages and greetings presumably sent by groups of air force personnel 
of flying status to a relevant Larisa event 2 days ago. The messages stated, in 
part, that "we ask the people to follow the path charted by the Polytechnic 

School generation for national independence, to leave NATO, to abolish nuclear 
weapons, to fully modernize the armed forces, to stop discrimination against 
progressive soldiers and to reduce_the military service." /Text/ [Athens I 
KATHIMSRINI in Greek 10 Nov 61 p17 7520 


FRENCH ARMAMENTS TSCHNICIANS--French Defense Minister Henri announced over the 
Greek Radio and Television network that the first French technicians are expected 
to arrive in Greece next month for the purpose of studying with their Greek 
counterparts problems related to armaments [supplied/ to the Greek Armed Forces 
and that later Greek staff officers of the three branches will visit France. The 
problems concern the procurement of Mirage 2000 aircraft and parts for the air 
force and navy, et al. Henri, referring to medium-range missiles, said that no 
American Pershing missiles should be snstalled in Greece provided that, in 
exchange, the Soviets should also remove a number of their SS-20 missiles. 

ffext7 /Rthens I KATHIMERINI in Greek 26 Nov 61 p 3/7 7520 


CSO: 4621/82 








MILITARY NETHERLANDS 


MILITARY NIGHT VISION EQUIPMENT SOLD TO IRAQ 
Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 11 Dec 81p2 
[Article: "Night Vision Equipment Sold to Iraqi Arm" | 


[Text | The Hague, 11 December -- According to member of parliament H. van den 
Bergh (PvdA | Labor Party |), the Netherlands has for yxars supplied military equip- 
ment to Iraq, which is officially in a state of war with Israel. Following the 
outbreak of war between Iraq and Iran the export was stopped. However, the train- 
ing program of Iraqi technicians in the Netherlands on..y ended a few weeks ago. 


What is involved here is the supply of military night vision equipment by the op- 
tical manufacturing company De Oude Delft. In 1976, thus during the Den Uyl admin- 
istration, this company obtained an export license for an order totaling 120 mil- 
lion guilders. Afterwards, the license was always renewed until December of last 
year. 


According to Van den Bergh, this export is for various reasons in conflict with 
Minister Van der Stoel's 1975 disarmament memorandum. He believes that a double 
standard was used in this instance and, in a long series of written questions, he 
has asked for clarification from the ministers of foreign anc economic affairs. 


According to Van den Bergh, by now virtually the whole Iraqi army has been equip- 
ped with Dutch night vision equipment, which could provide a decisive advantage 

during nighttime military operations. Meanwhile, more than 100 Iraqi technicians 
have been trained in the Netherlands in the use of this equipment. According to 
Van den Bergh, the last technicians left only at the end of October of this year. 


Furthermore, De Oude Delft has participated in the establishment of an institute 
in Iraq for the training of technicians. Van den Bergh also wants to know from 
the ministers whether it is true that the equipment was mailed via diplomatic 
pouch from the Iraqi embassy in the Hague. 


Van den Bergh pointed out that Iraq is located in a "politically sensitive region" 
and that it is not only in a state of war with Israel, but that for years it has 
also persecuted the Kurds in the country, and this has involved, among other 
thines, large scale executions. Van den Bergh claims that, according to the dis- 
armament memorandum, these circumstances represent grounds on which the egport of 
weapons and military equipment must be refused. 
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President S. Duinker of De Oude Delft contests, at a number of points, the facts 
mentioned by Van den Bergh in his questions. The export license does not go back 
to 1976, but to 1974 and involved a whole series of orders in the amount of 200 ml- 
lion guilders. According to Duinker, the license was extensively discussed with 
the then Ministers Den Uyl, Van der Stoel and Lubbers. 


The supply of equipment was stopped in May 1980. The last maintenance technician 
left in April 1981. In total, 74 Iraqis -- who received a visa from the Dutch enm- 


bassy for this purpose -~- came here for training. 


According to Duinker, the story of mailing by diplomatic pouch is completely ground 
less. We supplied the equipment to Iraq in the normal way, he said. 
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